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Current Topics. 


The New Prime Minister. 

Tue seLection of Mr. Asquita for the office of Prime 
Minister is noteworthy in the history of the: legal profession, 
inasmuch as it is the first instance since 1809 in which this 
dignity has been attained by one who had previously been a 
successful practitioner at the bar. Mr. Spencer Perogvat, the 
second son of Jonn Percevat, second Earl of Egmont, went to 
the bar and joined the Midland Circuit, where he was the friend 
and companion of Sir Samugrt Romitty. In 1796 he became a 
King’s Counsel. He subsequently entered Parliament, gave up 
practice in the King’s Bench, and appeared only in the rt of 
Chancery. He was in succession Solicitor-General and Attorney- 
General, declined the Chief Justiceship of the Common Pleas with 
a peerage, and finally left the bar on bis appointment as Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in 1807. On the reconstruction of the Cabinet 
in 1809 he became Prime Minister, and so remained until his 
tragic death by the hand of an assassin in 1812. 


The Circuits of the Judges. 

We patntep last week the Order in Council establishing a 
new scheme for the dates of sittings on circuit, under which, we 
understand, it is anticipated that about ten of the judges of the 
King’s Bench Division will always be available to remain in London. 
The scheme does not come into operation till next October. An 
examination of it shews that the desired result is obtained by 
altering the dates of the sittings on the different cireuits so as to 
avoid a general rush of the judges out of town at the same time. 
Thus the summer assizes on the Oxford and Midland Circuits, the 
South-Eastern, and the South and North Wales Circuits are all to 
open on the 11th of May, somewhat earlier than hitherto, and 
the assizes on the Western, Northern, and North-Eastern Circuits 
will commence at the beginning of June. Changes have also 
been made in the order of some of the towns. Two judges will 
still attend at the larger towns, and these are placed last on the 
different circuits, namely, Nottingham, Stafford and Birmingham 
on the Oxford and Midland Circuits; Exeter, Winchester and 
Bristol on the Western; Chester and Swansea on the Welsh; 
Manchester and Liverpool on the Northern; and Newcastle 
Durham and Leeds on the North-Kastern. But York on this last . 
circuit is now deprived of its second judge. The scheme does 
not contemplate the abandonment of any of the assize towns for 
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civil business, notwithstanding that at a good many of them such 
business is practically non-existent. In 1892 the Council of Judges 
found as follows :—‘‘ At 40 of the 56 [circuit towns] the average 
number [of civil causes | is so small that the sending of a judge, or 
the keeping of a judge there to try civil causes is a waste of 
“sce time, which is injurious to the due administration of the 
aw.” Accordingly a scheme was then proposed whereby civil 
causes would be tried at 18 only of the assize towns, and the 
remainder would be grouped under them. But this came to 
nothing, and the judges still sit for civil business at towns which 
provide an average of one case or less. However, if the present 
scheme realizes its promise of keeping ten judges always avail- 
able in London for the work of the King’s Bench Division, it will 
go far to atone for the anomalies of the circuit system. 


The County Courts Biil. 

Tue County Courts Brit which has been introduced in the 
House of Lords by the Lord Chancellor appears to be in the main 
the same as the Bill of last year. Its chief objects are to increase 
the jurisdiction by consent of the registrars, and to improve the 
position of judges as regards temporary disability and retirement. 
At present, under section 92 of the County Courts Act, 1888, the 
“registrar may, on the application of the parties, and by leave of 
the judge, hear and determine any disputed claim where the sum 
claimed or amount involved does not exceed £2.’’ It is now 
proposed by clause 2 to extend this limit to £5 “ where the 
registrar is either a district registrar of the High Court or the 
registrar of a court to which the provisions of this section may be 
applied by an order made by the Lord Chancellor”; but the Bill 
does not provide for conferring any compulsory jurisdiction 
on registrars, and the extended jurisdiction will not be 
exerciseable by a registrar appointed after the Act who is 
a practising solicitor. Under clause 1 provision is made 
for the holding of additional courts at which the registrars 
may exercise jurisdiction though the judge is not present. 
The Act of 1888, by section 24, authorizes the allowance of a 
pension to a county court judge who resigns in consequence of 
permanent infirmity, but there is no provision for a pension when 
the retirement is due to old age. Clause 10 of the Bill proposes 
to extend the section to such a case, and to allow a retiring 
pension after twenty years’ service. This will be limited, as 
under section 24, to two-thirds of the salary, and it is further 
provided that a disability pension under that section shall not 
exceed £500 in any case where the judge has served less than 
five years. Hitherto there has been no provision for the 
remuneration of a deputy judge appointed in consequence of a 
judge’s illness. It is proposed by clause 11 to supply this 
omission and to enable the Treasury, on the recommendation of 
the Lord Chancellor, to allow the deputy such remuneration as 
they think fit. Last year’s Bill authorized the creation of assistant 
judges in order to relieve the congested state of business in some 
of the larger courts. The present Bill does not repeat this 
proposal, though it would seem to be as much needed now as a 
year ago, 

Stockbrokers and the Bank of England. 

Tue Court of Appeal have affirmed (7imes, 7th inst.) the 
judgnient of A. T. Lawrence, J. (1907, 1 K. B. 889), in Bank 
of England y. Cutler, but not without a difference of opinion 
between the members of the court which raises a serious question 
whether the result, which presses hardly on stockbrokers, is really 
a necessary consequence of the recent decisions of the House of 
Lords in Starkey y. Bank of England (1903, A. C. 114) and 
Sheffield Oorporation y. Barclay (1905, A. C. 392). The 
question in the present case related to the liability to the Bank 
of England of a stockbroker who puts forward a transfer of stock 
registered there, and attends to identify the transferor as the 
holder of the stock. If the person who purports to transfer is 
not in fact the stockholder, but the stockbroker believes that he is 
such, and identifies him as the stockholder accordingly, is the stock- 
broker liable to the bank for the loss due to the forged transfer ? 
Where the transfer is effected by the stockbroker himself under a 

ed power of attorney, then Starkey vy. Bank of England applies, 
and he is liable for a breach of warranty of authority. But the 
present case, though analogous to Starkey’s case, depends rather 
upon the principle which governed Shefield Corporation y. Barclay 





(supri). There one who honestly claimed to be entitled under a7 


transfer of Sheffield Corporation Stock, which was in fact forged, 
sent in the transfer and obtained the registration of himself ag 
transferee by the corporation. It was held that, since the duty 


of the corporation in the matter was merely ministerial, and since 
the transferee had requested them to transfer the stock, and had © 
thereby caused them to incur liability to the real holder, he wags % 
The stockbroker in the © 
present case was within this prineiple if it could be shewn that ~ 


bound to indemnify the corporation. 


he had requested the bank to register the transfer by ‘the per- 
sonator of the true stockholder, and thus the question was whether 
his part in the transaction placed him in the position of a person 
calling for a transfer, or simply in the position cf an identifier of 
the transferor. It was held by A. T. Lawrence, J, that the various 
acts done by the stockbroker—the preparing the “ ticket,” taking it 
to the bank, paying an expedition fee, and attending to identify the 
transferor—constituted a request to permit the transfer, and that 
he was liable. In this result the majority of the Court of Appeal 
(Farwett and Kennepy, L.JJ.) have agreed. Vaue@Han 
Wittrams, L.J., on the other hand, held, in an elaborate judg- 
ment, that the stockbroker was no more than a witness brought 
into the transaction for the convenience of the bank, and that, his 
evidence of identity being honest, the respousibility for acting on 
it was on the bank. There is a good deal to be said for this view, 
which probably represents the practical justice of the case, but it 
seems very doubtful whether it will prevail in the event of a 
further appeal. 


Denunciation of Motor-cars by a French Judge. 


Moror-cars are not always regarded with favour in France, 
and there is strong evidence of this unpopularity in the judgment 
of one of the inferior courts from which an appeal was recently 
brought to the Seventh Chamber of the Tribunal of the Seine, 
A collision having taken place between a motor-car belonging to 
a French nobleman and an ambulance cart, the owner of the 
motor-car brought an action to recover a small sum as damages 
for the injury to his vehicle before the justice of the peace having 
jurisdiction over the matter. The formal judgment from which 
the appeal was brought was as follows: “ Having regard to the 
fact that all Parisians, including those who are and those who 
are not familiar with the police regulations, move aside, give a 
respectful salute where necessary, and make room for the passage 
of funeral processions and ambulance carts ; and considering that 
an ambulance cart ought especially to be avoided by other vehicles 
inasmuch as it carries, or may possibly carry, a human being whose 
life may be sacrificed by the slightest vibration caused by a 
collision or by the least shock to his nervous system; and 
considering that the ambulance vehicle is always known by the 
ringing of its bell and by its flag, anyone worthy of the name of a 
man ought to disregard his own affairs and make room for the 
ambulance ; and considering that if it be allowed that the manu- 
facture of motor-cars is essentially a French industry, and on that 
account one of particular interest, it must, unfortunately, be 
admitted that in France especially the owners of motor-cars 
regard nothing with respect, and often crush down everything 
which they encounter ; and considering that if in the crazy races 
in which they indulge they risk their own lives, they cannot, at 
any rate, be allowed to sacrifice the lives of their fellow creatures.” 
The result of these conclusions was that the action was dismissed, 
The judgment on appeal is certainly more concise, and appears to 
have more regard to the facts of the case than the above general 
propositions. It is as follows: ‘‘ Considering that it must be 
taken to be proved that the ambulance cart turned sharply to the 
left without giving the least warning of this movement; that the 
chauffeur, taken by surprise, was wholly unable to avoid 8 
collision caused by the negligence of the driver of the cart who 
was in the employment of the defendant : for these reasons thé 
judgment under appeal is reversed, and the defendant is or 
to pay 160 francs as damages.” We can detect in the brevity of — 
this judgment a temperate rebuke of the florid excursions of the” 
judge whose decision is reversed. 


The Court of Criminal Appeal. 


Tue rime is rapidly approaching for the first sittings of t Z 
new Court of Criminal Appeal, but it is not easy to form 
conjecture as to the amount of business which will be tran 
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by this court and how far it will interfere with the ordinary work 
of the King’s Bench Division. ‘Those who have been accustomed 
to predict that the change in the law will so far inerease the 
duties of our judges as to make it necessary that their number 
shall be increased draw attention to the extensive right of appeal 
which is now possessed by persons convicted on indictment— 
a right which is absolute when the ground of appeal isa question 
of law, aud which, where questions of fact are-involved, is subject 
only to the certificate of the judge at the trial that the case is fit 
for appeal, and which allows them, in every ‘case, to apply to 
the court for special leave to appeal. They argue that the prisoner 
has in most cases every inducement to carry the case further, . He 
may hope to be admitted to bail pending the determination of his 
appeal, and even when in custody he has a right to be present. at 
the hearing of this appeal. It is added that many prisoners 
will readily take any step which they may think will. even in a 
slight degree add to the difficulty of their final conviction and 
punishment, We are disposed to think that there will be an 
appeal, as a matter of course, in the case of évery conviction 
inyolying sentence of death or corporal punishment, but’ with 
regard to many other convictions, the fact that the Court of 
Appeal, after hearing the case, may substitute for the sentence 
passed at the trial a sentence which is more severe, may to some 
extent act as a check to the desire toappeal. Ina large number of 
the cases which depend on issues of fact the evidence will be quickly 
perused and the sentence affirmed. The class of cases which are 
known as “‘ Long Firm Frauds” may involve some labour, but this 
labour will be materially lightened by the long experience of most 
of the judges constituting the court. 


The Domicil of a Motor-car., 


Two QUESTIONS concerning motor-cars came before Mr. 
Justice Eve in Re Dennis on the Ist.of April. The first 
question was whether a motor-car is a carriage—that is, whether 
a motor-car will pass under a bequest. of carriages. The same 
point seems to have been before Mr. Justice WaRrgiINGToN in a 
recent case which is not. reported, and he decided it in the 
affirmative. There seems to be no reason, etymological or 
otherwise, why a motor-car should not. be a carriage, and so Mr. 
Justice Eve held. The second question was whether a motor-car 
belonged to a particular residence, The testator had two 
residences, one in Denbighshire and one in Cornwall. A ‘few 
weeks before his death, and after he ‘had made ‘his will, he 
purchased a six-cylinder Napier car, whieh he kept in a garage 
at the Denbigh residence. Shortly afterwards he motored in the 
ear from Denbigh to his Cornish residence,-and on the wa 
caught a chill and died there. By his will he bequeathed all his 
carriages “at or about or belonging”’. to his Denbigh residence 
at his death to his eldest son, and all his carriages at or about or 
belonging to his Cornwall residence to his younger son.. The 
question, therefore, arose whether the motor-car belonged to his 
Denbigh residence or his Cornish residence... The court held, as 
we venture to think, in accordance with commen sense, that the 
car “ belonged” to the Denbigh residence. The fact that there 
was no suitable accommodation for the car at the Cornish 
residence, while there was a proper garage at the Denbigh one, 
pointed almost conclusively to the domieil of the ear being at the 
latter place. Further, the fact that the car was taken back to 
Denbigh shortly after the testator's death seems to clearly shew 
that there was an animus revertendi. 


Agricultural Fences. 


In a paragraph in the agricultural columns of the Times it is 
said that there are few more fruitful causes of ill-feeling between 
neighbouring owners or occupiers of land than the erection and 
tepair of boundary fences. . A fair division of the responsibilities 
is often agreed upon, and where the land on either sidé of the 
boundary is used for similar purposes, whether grazing or arable, 
difficulties do not arise. But there are numerous instanées in 
which the boundary fence is a constant bone of contention, and 
although the law as to the liability of a stock owner for 
inflicted by his animals upon the property of another is explicit 
enough, real hardships do sometimes result, not only on acconnt 
of a misinterpretation by the parties of their respective obliga- 
tions, but oftener in consequence of their dilatoriness in carrying 
them out. With regard to the law referred to in the above- 


mentioned paragraph, it is tolerably ,,well .known that e¢ 
man’s ground is a to be fenced or enclosed, = 
is called a “close” whether actually enclosed or not. At 
common law the owners of adjoining closes are not bound to 
fence either against, or for the benefit of, each other, but in the 
absence of fences each owner is bound to prevent his cattte or 
other animals from trespassing upon his neighbour's premises, 
By preseription, however, a landowner may be bound to maintain 
a fence upon his land for the benefit of the occupier of the 
adjoining close, and the pepe by prescription is answerable 
to the owner for whose t the fence is to be maintained for 
all damage reasonably attributable to its defective condition. 
The importance of suitable fences for the purpose of defining and 
protecting the boundaries of fields is so great that it seems 

that the statute law of England has not made them the subject of 
some general provision. An example is offered Scotland, 
where by the Act of 1661, c. 41; the rietor of land 
compel the conterminous proprietor to with him half the 
expense of a mutual fence or enclosure, and in the same manner 
fences once made may be kept in repair at the mutual expense of 
the parties. 


cy 
Obscene Prints and Literature. 

WE krap that a committee of both Houses of Parliament has 
been appointed to consider and inquire into the law as to indecent 
literature and pictures and advertisements. Complaint has been 
made that indecent advertisements are sent through the post, and 


are found in the columns of the lower class of ne pers. 
law as to these publications has remained practically unaltered 
since the passing of Lord Campseny’s Act in 1857. There was 


then some opposition to the extension of summary procedure for 
the purpose of suppressing the. traffic in indecent literature and 
pictures, mainly onthe ge that the common law as it stood 
was strong enough to deal with such offences. A humorous 
speech by the aged Lord Lynpnunsr went still further, and 
suggested that it was difficult to. put an interpretation on the word 
“ obscene,” and that the extensive powers sought to be conferred 
upon the police might lead to arbitrary and véxitious séearchés 
among the prints sold by respectable shopkeepers and volumes of 
circulating libraries. But there is evefy reason to believe that 
Lord Lynpuvurst had no serious objection to the mensuré; which 
had afterwards considerable effect in putting an end to the stile of 
indecent literature in a particular street, the name of which had 
become of evil reputation. The recommendations of ‘the’ new 
committee are not likely to encounter more difficulty than’ the 


Y | reforms proposed in 1857; and we shall be surprised if they are 


not readily adopted by both Houses of Parliament, 


Uncertainty of Charitable Gift. 


In THE case of Weir v. Crum Brown, decided by the House of 
Lords on appeal from the Court of Session, Scotland, on the 6th 
of February, the question was whether a charitable bequest was 
to be treated as void for uncertainty. The bequest was ofan 
unusual kind. Its object, according to the will, was to benefit 
persons who had shewn “ practical sympathy in the pursuits of 
science.”’ These words wére subjected to a vigorous’ criticism. 
What is science, it was asked, and how are we to its bounds ? 
What is sympathy in the pursuits of s¢ience, and when and how does 
it become practical? What are pursuits of science in the plural as 
distinguished from pursuit in the singular? Their lordships, were 
of opinion that very few charitable bequests could survive the 
ordeal of a construction such as was All that. could 
be required was that the description of the class to be benefited 
should be sufficiently certain to.enable men of common sense to 
carry out the expressed wishes of the testator, and there was 
nothing to show that this could not be done. We cannot but 
believe that all students of the law will approve of this. decision, 
Criminal Appeal Cases in the Privy Council. . 

Leave is rarely given by the Judicial Committee of the Pri 
Council to appeal from the decisions of colonial courts in 
cases, and several unsuccessful applications for leave to appeal 
have recently been made. Within the last fortnight, however, 
two applications of the kind have been successful (7imes, Ist and 
3rd April). In Loku Nonaw. The King the was from the 





Supreme Court of Ceylon in its criminal jurisdiction, the appellants 


ee 
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having been convicted on a charge of murder. The chief evidence 
was that of a native Cingalese girl, aged fourteen, whose veracity, 
apparently, was doubtful. In Bouhn v. The King the appellant 
had been convicted by the Supreme Court of the Straits Settle- 
ments on a charge of importing opium in contravention of a local 
ordinance. The prosecution had been instituted at the instance 
of the opium farmer at Singapore against the appellant, the 
dmaster of a North German Lloyd steamer. The ground of appeal 
was that the appellant had taken all reasonable precautions 
against opium being improperly imported in his ship, and did not, 
in fact, know that the opium in question was on board; he, 
therefore, contended that no offence had been committed. 


Penalty for Selling Goods under a False Trade 
Description. ; 

THE conviction by a metropolitan police magistrate of the 
manager of « shop in Regent-street for selling as “ Irish lace” a 
blouse which was manufactured in France may cause some 
surprise among many persons who are not fully acquainted with 
the development of our criminal law and have been accustomed 
to think that a charge of false pretences could only be determined 
by a judge and jury. But the Merchandise Marks Act, 1887, 
makes any person who applies any false trade description to goods 
liable, on summary conviction, to fine or imprisonment, unless 
he proves that he acted without intention to defraud; and such 
person is equally liable when he exposes for sale goods to which 
a false trade description is applied, unless he proves that, having 
taken all reasonable precautions against committing an offence 
under the Act, he had, at the time of the commission of the 
alleged offence, no reason to suspect the genuineness of the 
description. The stringency of these provisions is shewn by the 
fact that evidence which would primd facie subject a vendor of 

‘goods to ite penalties is day after day given in actions for the 
breach of a contract of sale. 


Territorial Feuds. 

Tue curonicres of the criminal courts often furnish illustra- 
tions of that spirit of rivalry which is generally the foundation of 
warfare between nations and states. Five young men, the sons 
of respectable farmers at Quimper, in France, have just been 
sentenced by the court of assizes to terms of imprisonment for a 
“murderous attack upon several youths of their own age, two of 
whom did not long survive the injuries they sustained. The 
attack was premeditated, and the sole reason for it was that the 
assailants and their victims belonged to different communes—the 
minor divisions of the French territory. It will be in the recollec- 
tion of most persons who have read reports of deeds of violence per- 
petrated by “hooligans” in the North-east of London that their 
attacks were in many cases directed against young men who 
belonged to a different neighbourhood. We trust that similar 
aggressions, which have long ceased to derive any support from 
public opinion, may continue to be subjected to the utmost 
penalties of the law. 








Contingent Remainder or Executory 


Devise. 


Tuat after nearly fifty years’ uninterrupted enjoyment of a large 
country estate, twice meanwhile disentailed and resettled, by 
three generations of a family, that family should now be dis- 
possessed by a claimant, himself born thirty-five years ago, solely 
because in the year 1859 there was not “a particular estate of 
freehold to support a contingent remainder,” is a remarkable 
_ illustration of the strictness with which the court will apply the 
rules and principles which, even in these days, govern the succes- 
sion and devolution of real-estate. Such, however, was the con- 
clusion to which the court came on an exhaustive review of the 
<i ‘authorities by Mr. Justice Parker, in a case of White v. 
Summers in which judgment was delivered on the 6th inst. 

By his will, dated the 21st of August, 1846, Wiu1am Bowen 
devised certain real estate, of which he died seised, to the use of 
Joun Bowen and his assigns for life, and after his decease to the 
use of the first ind every other son of the body of the said Joun 


Bowsgn successively according to their seniorities in tail male; 7 
and in default of such issue, to the use of the eldest or other son 
of the body of Jamzs Summmrs who should first attain, or have 
attained, the age of twenty-one years, successively according to 
their seniorities in tail male; and in default of such issue, to the 
use of Frances Summurs, daughter of the said James Summuns, 
and her assigns during her life, and after her decease to the use 
of the first and every other son of the body of the said Francas 
Summers successively according to their seniorities in tail male, 
with divers remainders over. The testator, Wu1iam Bowss, 
died in the year 1847, and on the testator’s death Jonny Bowsy 
entered into possession of the settled estates, and remained in 
possession until 1859, when he died without ever having had any 
issue born alive. 

At the time of the death of Jonn Bowzn, no son of JamEs 
Summers had attained twenty-one, his eldest son, James Bowsgn 
Summers, having been born in 1848. Mr. James Summers went 
into possession, purporting to do so on behalf of his infant son, 
On attaining his majority, in 1869, Jamzs Bowzn Summers him- 
self entered into possession, and he remained in possession until 
his death in 1879, when his son Surron Summers took possession, 
and he has remained in possession ever since. At the death of 
Joun Bowen in 1859, as above, Frances Summers was living. 
She died in 1906, without ever having been in possession or 
receipt of the rents and profits of the property, leaving a son, 
the plaintiff in the present action, born in 1873, the first of her 
sons who attained the age of twenty-one years. 

In the year 1907 the plaintiff commenced an action against 
the above-named Surron Summsrs, claiming possession of the 
property, and mesne profits from the death of his mother, 
Frances Summers. The Statutes of Limitation had, of course, 
long run against any claim by Frances Summers, but, inasmuch 
as she was the person within the provisions of 37 & 38 Vict. 
c. 57, s. 2, last entitled to the particular life estate on which the 
future estate in favour of the plaintiff was expectant, and she had 
not been in possession or receipt of the rents and profits at the 
time when her interest determined, the plaintiff had six years 
after her death in 1906, when his estate became vested in 
possession, within which to bring his action for recovery of the 
land: Re Devon Settled Estates (1896, 2 Ch. 562). 

The Contingent Remainders Act, 1877, did not apply, as that 
statute relates only to contingent remainders created by any 
instruments executed after the 2nd of August, 1877, or by a will 
or codicil revived or republished by any will or codicil executed 
after that date. Nor was there any outstanding legal estate or 
term in the property so as to afford any reliance on the ruling in 
Ashley v. Micklethwait (15 Ch. Div. 59) that equitable contin- 
gent remainders are not liable to be defeated by the failure of 
the particular estate. Nor could any help be obtained for the 
defendant from section 8 of the Real Property Act, 1845, which 
only protects a contingent remainder against the failure of a 
preceding estate of freehold in the three specified cases of fore 
feiture, surrender, or merger ; and, after an exhaustive review of 
the authorities, Parker, J., held that the devise to the first son of 
James Summers who should attain twenty-one must be taken to be 
a contingent remainder, and not an executory devise, and that, 
consequently, as there was not on the death of Joun Bowgn in 
1859 a particular estate of freehold to support it, and no son of 
James Summers had then attained twenty-one, that contingent 
remainder failed, and the devise of a life estate to FRANCES 
Summers took immediate effect on Joun Bowsn’s death, so that, 
under section 2 of the Real Property Limitation Act, 1874, the 
present plaintiff became entitled in possession on her death, and 
having brought his action within six years from 1906, wal 
entitled to judgment in his favour. 

It was strenuously contended on behalf of the defendant that 
the gift in Wim.1am Bowen's will to the first son of Jamm 
Summers was, as were also the subsequent limitations, by way 
of executory devise and not of contingent remainder, and that 
all such devises were void for remoteness, so that the plaintiff® 
claim was ousted by the possession since 1859 of the defendant 
and his predecessors in occupation, and for this much ream 
































































was placed on Battie Wrightson v. Thomas (1904, 2 Ch. 95) 
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decision of the Court of Appeal, subsequently compromised on 
appeal to the House of Lords. For this contention it would have 
been necessary to find a clear intention in the testator’s will to 
which effect could only be given by reading the gift as an execu- 
tory devise, for the rule is still that a limitation must take effect 
as a contingent remainder if it. can possibly do so (Fearne on 
Contingent Remainders, 10th ed., vol. 1, pp. 386, 395); and, in 
dealing with legal limitations, it is not sufficient to rely on 
ambiguous expressions in the will. In the present case 
Parker, J., held that on the true construction of the will the 
testator, with the legal omniscience which must be imputed to all 
testators, intended that the devises in question should in all 
events take effect on the determination of the prior limitation, 
and that there was not shewn in the will an intention to dispose 
of the property in a manner inconsistent with contingent 
remainders and necessarily involving the creation of executory 
devises. The contingent remainder in favour of the first son of 
James Summers who should attain twenty-one consequently 
failed, and judgment was given in favour of the plaintiff. 

Any sympathy naturally felt for the defendant may fairly be 
qualified by the reflection that, for no less than forty-five years 
prior to 1906, his father or himself have actually enjoyed, and 
cannot now be required to repay or account for, the entire rents 
and profits of a large property which, on the above ruling, never 
belonged to either of them, but to the mother, now deceased, o 
the successful plaintiff. 








Disclaimers under Section 15 of the 


Trade-Marks Act, 1905. 


'He system of compulsory disclaimers in reference to the regis- 
tration of Trade-Marks, the working of which was most unsatis- 
factory, and often inflicted great hardship on Trade-Mark 
owners, finds no place in the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, but in lieu 
thereof section 15 was enacted, which provides that “If a 
Trade-Mark contains parts not separately registered by the pro- 
prietor as Trade-Marks, or if it contains matter common to the 
trade or otherwise of a non-distinctive character, the Registrar, 
or the Board of Trade, or the Court, in deciding whether such 
‘T'vade-Mark shall be entered or shall remain upon the Register, 
may require as a condition of its being upon the Register that 
the proprietor shall disclaim any right to the exclusive use of 
any part or parts of such Trade-Mark, or of all or any portion of 
such matter, to the exclusive use of which they hold him not to 
be entitled, or that he shall make such other disclaimer as they 
may consider needful for the purpose of defining his rights under 
such registration.” 

This section, which it will be observed gives a discretionary 
power of imposing a disclaimer to the Registrar, the Board of 
Trade, or the Court, as the case may be, recently came under the 
consideration of Mr. Justice Eve in an application by Albert 
Baker & Co. to register a Trade-Mark. This Trade-Mark was a 
composite or combination Trade-Mark, containing as one of its 
elements the letters A, B, C. It was part of the case of the 
applicants that these letters exclusively indicated their goods in 
the tobacco trade. Mr. Justice Evg held that they had failed to 
establish this, and that, on the evidence, the letters were common 
to the trade, or rather open to the trade to use. 

The opponents of the registration contended, mainly on the 
ground of a concurrent user of the letters by themselves, that 
registration ought to be refused, but that if it were allowed the 
Court ought to compel a disclaimer of the right to the exclusive 
use of the letters under section 15 ; and they urged that whenever 
an applicant for registration puts forward a claim to a monopoly 
and fails, a disclaimer ought always to be required as a condition 
of allowing registration. Mr. Justice Eve, however, overruling 
all the objections, allowed the registration to proceed without 
requiring a disclaimer. In the course of his judgment he said: 
“Under the present Act disclaimer is no longer compulsory, and 
the question whether there is to be a disclaimer or not rests with 
the Registrar, Board of Trade, or the Court. The first observa- 
tion which it occurs to me to make is, that the object of the 











Legislature was to relieve traders from the necessity of disclaim- 
ing, and I think it follows from this that the condition is one for 
the imposition of which some good reason ought to be established, 
rather than one which ought to be imposed unless some good 
reason to the contrary is made out. This conclusion is, I think, 
fortified by the frame of the section, which is in an enabling 
form, empowering the tribunal to impose the condition, a powér 
which I conclude the tribunal would only exercise for good cause 
shown.” And after considering certain cases decided undér the 
previous Statute, the learned judge said: “I do not think, there- 
fore, that there is any authority which compels me to hold that, 
whenever a claim to monopoly is put forward, I ought to impose 
the condition of a disclaimer, and, in the absencé of such 
authority, I think I should be doing wrong to adopt or lay down 
such a rule. In the present case I have to deal with a state of 
facts upon which a claim to monopoly might be, and I have no 
doubt has been, put forward and asserted with perfect good faith. 
Continuously for eleven years and more prior to the date of the 
application, the Mark sought to be registered has been very 
largely used, and during that period the applicants have had no 
notice or knowledge that any other person was using any part 
of the combination which makes up the Mark, and no complaint, 
mistake, or confusion has ever been made or arisen in relation 
thereto. Under all these circumstances, I think I should not 


f | only be inflicting an unnecessary hardship on the applicants were 


I to exercise my discretion by imposing on them a conditon 
requiring them to disclaim any part of their combination, but I 
should also be establishing a precedent that, whenever a claim to 
monopoly is put forward and fails, the condition of disclaimer 
ought to be imposed ; and, as I have already said, I am not pre- 
pared to adopt any such rule.” 

This decision appears to us, if we may say so, to be entirely 
right ; and it ought to be followed, and we feel sure that it will 
be followed, as it is entirely in conformity with the intentions of 
the Legislature. Disclaimers under the section are intended, to 
be the exception and not the rule, and ought only to be resorted 
to when the Mark without a disclaimer could be fraudulently or 
unfairly used. In considering this question, it ought to | 
borne in mind that section 39 of the Act only gives to the pro- 
prietor of a Trade-Mark the exclusive right to the use of “ such 
Trade-Mark,” and not to the separate elements of which the 
Trade-Mark is composed or any of them. 








A Strong Administrative Order. 


By E. H. Pickenrsert1, M.P. 

A CASE just decided by the Court of Appeal, Rex v. Local Govern- 
ment Board, Ex parte South Stoneham Union, sounds like an echo of 
the old controversies between the Poor Law Commissioners appointed 
under the Poor Law Amendment Act, 1834, and the many parishes or 
combinations of parishes which, previous to the passing of that 
statute, had procured local Acts of Parliament for the better 

ment of the poor, or had availed themselves of Gilbert’s Act or one 
of the other general Acts which enabled parishes to contract 
themselves out of the ordinary law. 

The main object of the commissioners in superseding the 
Acts was to secure uniformity of administration. Prior to 1865, 
while each parish, even in union, was still separately chargeable with 
the maintenance of its own poor, the effect on rates of a regrou 
of parishes was comparatively unimportant ; but after the passin, 
the Union Chargeability Act, 1865, this result became a great, 
sometimes a governing, consideration in resisting an alteration 
areas. Apparently it was so in the recent case, in which the Court 
of Asiedle after deciding > the objecting union on the 1 
issue, quashed the order the Local Government Board on a 
subsidiary and, so to say, accidental point. es 

The facts were as follows: Under a local Act, passed in 1773, six 
parishes in 7 yoo. mye (one of which, Soe now contains a 
population of up s of 20,000) were com i . 
iio of the Local Government Board dissolved this union and united 
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ment Board to dissolve any union, “‘ the 

Law Amendment Act, 1834, or otherwise.” It was objected that the 
dissolution of the union, which involved the 
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could only be effected in accordance with section 2 of the Poor Law 
Amendment Act, 1867, which empowers the Local Government Board, 
with the consent of guardians, to repeal a local Act by a Provisional 
Order, to be confirmed by Parliament. But the Court of Appeal 
held, Buckcey, L.J., dissenting, that the words of section 11 of the 
Act of 1876, the generality of which was manifest, could not be cut 
down so as to make the section apply only to unions formed under 
the Poor Law Amendment Act, 1834, or under Gilbert’s Act. The 
Master of the Rolls, in delivering judgment, said: ‘‘I am fully alive 
to the strange consequences which thus follow from the act of a 
Government Department, The corporation created by the Act of 
1773 is not dissolved, but the whole principles of rating which have 
been in force for 135 years are altered by a stroke of the pen, to the 
oo prejudice, it may be, of many of the ratepayers of the 
istrict.” 

It may be mentioned that it is the usual practice of the 
Local Government Board in similar cases to proceed by Provisional 
Order, confirmed by Parliameft, in accordance with section 2 of the 
Poor.Law Amendment Act, 1867. This was done in the case of 
the Bury St. Edmunds incorporation by the Local Govern- 
ment Board’s Provisional Orders Confirmation (Poor Law) Act, 
1906 (c. cvii ), repealing the local Act 21 Geo. 2, c. 21. Indeed 
in this very Southampton case the Local Government Board 
had first attempted to repeal the local Act, in May, 1905, by Pro- 
visional Order, but they dropped their order on its going before a 
Committee of the House of Commons for confirmation, because the 
guardians had secured the insertion of an amendment to which the 
Board objected. It may be added that there are still about a dozen 
places in which there are guardians under local Acts having the 
menagement and relief of the poor. 

The incidental point on which the order in the Southampton case 
was quashed by the Court of Appeal is not without interest. As has 
been stated, St. Mary’s, one of the parishes included in the proposed 
union, contains a population exceeding 20,000. And it is provided 
By section 64 of the Poor Law Amendment Act, 1844, that ‘‘ when 
the relief of the poor has been hitherto administered in any parish by 
guardians appointed under a local Act, and not by overseers of the 
poor, if such parish contain more than 20,000 persons,” it may not 
be united with any other parish for the administration of the laws for 
the relief of the poor without the consent of two-thirds of the 
guardians. This provision in favour of large parishes was enacted in 
consequence of a decision in 1837—A. v. Poor Law Commissioners, In 
the Matter of the Whitechapel Union (6 A. & E. 34), that section 26 of 
the Poor Law Amendment Act, 1834, authorized the inclusion of a 
parish in a union notwithstanding that it had a local Act. 





Reviews. 


Common Law. 


A SgLecTion or Leapine Cases In, THE Common Law. WirTH 
Notes. By Watrer Suirtey SHiriey, Barrister - at - Law. 
EicutH Epirioy. By Ricuarp Watson, LL.B (Lond.), Bar- 
rister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited) 


iginally this was a students’ manual, the leading cases being so 
stated as to be calculated to arrest the attention and interest, while 
instructing the nascent legal intelligence. It appears to be the fate 
of such books to appeal in course of time to a wider audience and to 
cater also for the wants of the practitioner ; and while the statement 
of the leading cases still occupies with regard to ordinary reports the 
position of the Daily Mail, say, to the Times, the notes have been 
carefully compiled so as to put student and practitioner alike upon 
the track of recent decisions. This is so, for instance, with the notes 
to the series of leading cases given on the authority of a wife to 
ledge her husband’s credit; with the notes to Collen v. Wrigit 
8 E. & B. 647), on the liability of an agent for a misrepresentation as 
to his authority ; and to [rons v. Smuallpiece (2 B. & A. 551), on the 
necessity of either a deed or delivery for the validity of the gift of a 
chattel, a matter on which the judgment of Fry, L.J., in Cochrane v. 
Moore (25 Q. B. D. 57) is now the leading authority. In respect of 
ancient lights the case of Yates v. Jack (1 Ch. 295) has been properly 
replaced as # leading case by Colls v. Home and Colonial Stores (1904, 
A. C. 179); but it is not apparent why Whitcombe v. Whiting(2 Doug}. 
181), on acknowledgment tre joint contractor, has been retained, 
seeing that it has been obsolete ever since the Mercantile Law Amend- 
ment Act, 1856. The book is a useful collection of authorities on the 
common law in not too severe a form. 





Bankruptcy. 
THE PRINCIPLES OF BANKRUPTCY: EMBODYING THE RANKRUPICY 


Aors, 1883 anp 1890, AND THE LEADING CAsEsS THEBEON; 
PART CF THE Deptors Act, 1869; THE BANKRUPTCY APPEALS 


BankKruptoy Acrs, 1888 AND 1897; THE LEADING CASES oN 
TO THE Banxruprcy Act, 1883; THE BANKRUPTCY RULEs, 1886 
To 1905; THE RULES AS TO THE COMMITTAL OF JUD3MENT 
DEBTORS, AND AS TO ADMINISTRATION ORDERS; REGULATIONS 
IssugzgD BY THE BANKRUPTOY JuDGE; A ScaLe or Costs, FEEs, 
AND PERCENTAGES; THE Brits or Saxe Acts, 1878, 1882, 1890, 
AND 1891, AND THE RULES THEREUNDER; TSE DEEDS OF 
ARRANGEMENT Act, 1887, AND THE RULES THERRUNDER. By 
RicHarp Rinawoop, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. TENTH EDITION, 
Stevens & Haynes. 

This work is intended chiefly for the use of law students and 
candidates for accountants’ examinations, and the appearance of so 
many editions indicates that it has supplied a want. It is written in 
a clear and concise style, and presents the law of bankruptcy and of 
bills of sale in a manner suited either for study or for reference. The 
leading provisions of the Bankruptcy Acts themselves are incorporated 
in the text, where the course of a bankruptcy is traced in successive 
chapters from the receiving order to discharge; while the rules, with 
the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887, and Bills of Sale Acts, are 
printed in the Appendix. The effect of the chief authorities is 
conveniently stated and references given to them, as at p. 82 on the 
right of re-entry under a building agreement on the bankruptcy of 
the builder; at. p. 90 on the avoidance of voluntary settlements 
under section 47 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and at p. 182 on the 
bankrupt’s power of disposition over after-acquired property. This 
edition incorporates a considerable number of additional cases, but 
the size of the book has not been materially increased. 





The Final Examination. 


Tus Srypent’s DicEst.: ConTAINING ,THE QUESTIONS SET AT TAE 
Frnau (Pa3s) EXAMINATIONS OF THE Law Society tN RECENT 
YEARS ON ALL THE SuBJECTS, TOGETHER WITH ANSWERS THERETO, 
AND INTENDED AS A REVISION GUIDE FOR FinaL STUDENTS. By 
ALBERT GrBson, ARTHUR WELDON, and H. Gipson RivineTon, 
M.A. Fovrtn Epition. The “Law Notés” Publishing Offices. 
This edition of the Final Revision Guide contaivs all the questions 

set at the Final Examination from 1903 to 1907. The questions are 

arranged under four main heads—Part I., The Law and Practice of 

Conveyancing; Part. I1., The Principles of Equity; Part IIL, 

Common Law, Practice, and Bankruptcy ; and Part IV., Probate and 

other matters—with numerous sub-headings. The text of the book 

consists solely of the questions with suitable answers, and a student 
who takes the trouble first to frame his own answers, and then 
compare them with the answers in the book, will derive great benefit, 

Moreover, since the questions are in many cases not mere text-book 

questions, but inquiries as to the course to be adopted or the advice 

to be given under stated circumstances, this exercise will be a valuable 
preparation for the actual examination. The answers are concise and 
practical, and give references to the more important cases, as, for 
instance, on p. 59, where the chief recent decisions on sales under 

compound settlements—Re Wimborne and Brown (1904, 1 Ch. 537) 

and others—are noted. 


Books of the Week. 


Thé Law of Nuisances. By Epmunp W. Garrett, M.A. (Cantab.), 
Metropelitan Police Magistrate, and Henry G. GARRETT, Solicitor. 
Third Edition. ' Butterworth & Co. 

District Councils: A Concise Guide to their Powers and Duiies. 
By H. D. Cornisu, -B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

Shaw’s Manual of the Vaccination Law, containing the Vaccination 
Acts, 1867, 1871, 1874, 1898 and 1907; the Vaccination Orders, 1898, 
1899, 1905 and 1907; and the Instructional Circulars and Memoranda 
issued by the Local Government Board ; with Introduction, Notes and 
Index. By Joun Liraisy, C.B, LUB., Barrister-at-Law. Eighth 
Edition. hotarwoetk & Co.; Shaw & Sons. 

Mozley and Whiteley’s Law Dictionary. Third Edition. By 
Luonagp H. West, LL.D, and F. G. Ngave, LLD., Solicitor. 
Butterworth & Co. 

Justinian’s Digest (Book 20), with an English Translation and an 
Essay on the Law of Mortgage in the Roman Law. By T. ©. 
Jackson, B.A., LL.B. (Lond.),; Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 

Workmen's Compensation Cases.. Vol. IX., being Reports of 
Cases Decided under the Workmen’s Compensation Acts during the. 
period September, 1906, to August, 1907... Edited by the late R. M. 
Miyton-SennovseE, Esq , Barrister-at-Law, and His Honour Judge 
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(County Courts) Act, 1884; THE Bankruptcy (DISCHARGE 





AND CiosurE) Act, 1887; THE PREFERENTIAL PAYMENTS IN % 


BILts oF SALE. Witrn AN. APPENDIX CONTAINING THE SCHEDULES © 


RveaG, K.C., and F. J. Cottman, Eeq., Barrister at-Law. Butter-’ 
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The Statute Law Relating to Patents of Invention and Registration 
of Designs, with an Introduction and Synopsis. By J. W. Gorpon, 
Barrister-at-Law. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 


The Law of Limited Partnerships under the Limited Partnershi: 
Aot, 1907, with the Rules, Forms, and Scale of Fees Thereunder and 
a Model Form of Partnership Agreement. By D. G. HemMAnr, 
Barrister-at-Law. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 








Correspondence. 


Reconstruction Schemes. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.} 


Sir,—I bave read several times the judgment of Buckley, L.J., in 
Bisgood v. Henderson’s Transvaal Estates ( Limited) re (apparently 
verbatim) in the Times of the 4th inst., and (no doubt m common 
with many of your readers), I find great difficulty in accept- 
ing what the learned Lord Justice evidently considers the radical 
difference between a sale by a company under a clause of its memo- 
randum of association and a sale by a company under section 161. 

With the greatest deference to the learned judge, I am afraid that 
the distinction he draws is absolutely misconceived and unwarranted 
by the statute or by the ordinary law. 

No liquidator would, under any circumstances, be advised to hand 
over the assets to shareholders before the creditors of the company 
had been paid, and if my view be sound that a liquidator could not 
do this, the following passage in the Lord Justice’s judgment is 
absolutely unsupportable, as there is nothing in section 161 which 
supports the passage in the judgment :— 

**And the creditor is injured, for the distribution of the shares 
direct to the members before the debts are paid leaves the creditor 
with nothing to look to but such part of the assets, if any, as goes to 
non-assenting members. Under section 161 the creditor can stop 
the sale under the last words of the section ; under the memorandum 
of association he cannot. Moreover, if the creditor resorts, as he 
naturally will in the first instance to the last mentioned assets, the 
non-assenting members will see those swept away by the creditors, 
while the assenting members have received and gone away with their 
shares. ll this is wholly at variance with the right of the member 
who is not minded to take the new shares with the liability upon 
them. His right is to have the assets, including the shares in the new 
companvy, realized and applied, firstin payment of the debts, and then 
to have his proportionate share of the balance.” 

I do not see how a sale under the memorandum can give him any 
further right than that expressed in this last sentence. 

52, Coleman-street, E.C., April 7. E. T. HArGRAvEs. 








Points to be Noted. 


Company Law. 


Director —Qualification Shares in Another Company Provided 
by Company—Right to Remuneration.—The Dover Co. held shares 
in the Kent Co. The Dover Co. wished one of its directors to be 
8 director of the Kent Co., so it transferred into his name enough 
of the Kent Co.’s shares to qualify bim as a director of that pono 
He became a director of it, and earned certain remuneration payable 
under its articles of association. The Court of Appeal, affirming the 
decision of Warrington, J., held that the remuneration was received 
not by virtue of the shares in, but by virtue of a separate contract 
with, the Kent Co., and that the director was entitled to retain the 
money for his own benefit —Re Dover CoALFIELD EXTENSION, 
(LimtrEp) (Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Fletcher Moulton and Farwell, 
LJJ., Nov. 7, 1907) (1908, 1 Ch. 65). 


Meeting of Shareholders—Notice of Meeting—Benefits to 
Officers—Altering Articles—A company which wished to alter 
its articles of association, or, rather, to have a new set, gave notice 
of a meeting ‘‘ to consider and, if thought fit, approve the draft new 
regulations which will be submitted to the meeting, and in the event 
of the approval thereof with or without modifications,” to consider, 
and if thought fit pass a resolution to the following effect: ‘‘ That 
the regulations contained in the printed documents submitted to the 
meeting, and for the purposes of identification subscribed by the 
chairman thereof, be and the same are hereby adopted as the regula- 
tions of the company to the exclusion of all the existing regulations 


thereof.” A footnote stated where copies of the proposed regulations 
might be inspected and that a copy could be had gratis. From the 
judgment of the late Mr. Justice -Kekewich it. may be gathered that 


such a notice ‘would be sufficient in some cases—e.g. where 
articles are being merely brought up to date; but that every 


re stiies ‘cookiaet’ semad Teh eit’ thn’ Sout ws goad a 
new articles con a a 
pension to any retiring director; (6) ptt wnt 
agreement made four years by which the directors, on 


P® | behalf of the company, agreed for . i ya for 
life to a retiring director ; or (c) the b con- 
siderably to increase the ’ remuneration ;. ( providing hat 
three directors may te fe for life; (e i 
from liability for loss; and (/) extending the di ’ borrowing 
powers. The resolution was, however, confirmed by 

resolution, and very properly held But some of the 
remarks in the judgment are open to ae especially the - 
gestion that oagns of the regulations id be sent with the 
shewing what the alterations are to be. This has certainly not been 
the practice hitherto. It. is well settled ak BA Cay meee of a 
ve 


company, but even outsiders dealing it, notice of the 
contents of the articles, and the resolution altering them 
states what alterations are to be aa =. Aer se . 
being prepared, it seems only reasona’ @ copy shou sen’ 
and i? future it will be safe to follow this course.—NoRMANDY »v, 
a Coorr, & Co, (Limrrep) (Kekewich, J., Nov. 7, 1907) (1908, 
1 Ch. 84). 








New Orders, &c. 


High Court of Justice. 


EASTER VACATION, 1908. 
Notice. 

There will be no sitting in court during the Easter Vacation. 

During the Easter Vacation, all applications ‘‘ which may require to be 
immediately or promptly heard,’’ are to be made to the Honourable Mr, 
Justice Parker. - 

Mr. Justice Parxer will act as Vacation Judge from Thursday, April+ 
16th, to Monday, April 27th, both days inclusive. 

His Lordship will sit in King’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on Wednesday, 
April 22nd. On other days within the above period, applications in urgent 


matters may be made to his Lordship by post, or, if . 7 
In the case of applications to the J ‘by post, the bret of cous 

shoal. be vent elute See ~post or parcel, 

accompanied by office copies of the vits in support of the 


and also by a minute, on a separate sheet of signed by counsel 
the order he may co the applicant entitled te, ‘ 


capable of receiving the papers, addressed as follows :—“‘ 
hatter: To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Degitenne’ Olona 


Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C.”’ 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

The papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the , 

The address of the Vacation Judge can be obtained on cation at 
the Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, 136, Royal Courts of Justice. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


GREAT NORTHERN, PICCADILLY, AND BROMPTON RAILWAY CO. v. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 3rd April. 

Revenve—Sramep Dcery—Iwcerase or Oarrrat Avrnorizep sy Prrvare 
Acr— Cuarce or Dury on Oaprrat or Companies wirnx Limrrep 
Lusriiry Oraerwise THAN Unver tHe Companies Acots—Farure To 
Renper Srarement—Penatties—Sramp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vucr. c. 
39), s. 113—Fuvance Act, 1899 (62 & 63 Vict. oc. 9), s. 7. 


By section 113 of the Stamp Act, 1891, it is provided “ (1) that a statement of 
the amount of nominal share capital of the corporation or company shall be 
delivered by the cor, the commissioners within one month 
after the date of the letters patent i Ast ; 
increase of the amount of nominal 
whether now existing or to be 
patent or Act, a statement of the amount 


corporation or to the commissioners within the like ; 
stcloment halt be charged with on od valorem stamp duly of 2s. for every £100 
and any fraction of £100 over any i £100 
or increase of capital, as the case 
when the same is delivered to the commissioners ; 
delieee mesh 0 statementenie, heoipengine iA 
company shall be liable to to her . Tay 2 HS OST Y 
the amount of duty payable and 4 like penalty for every mon 
month during which the negleet shall continue.’” B, 


= 


i 


(3) 


Act, 1899, the duty 80 chargeable was increased to 5s. for every 
Held, that there was authorized 

increase of £2,400,000 in the a 
Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway Co, within 

and that the company twas consequently liable to penalties EO ire 





case must be determined by itself, and that in the particular case 





statement of such increase, as required by that 
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Appeal from an order of the Court of Appeal allowing an appeal by the 
Crown from a judgment of Walton, J. The question was whether there 
was authorized by certain private Acts an increase of £2,400,000 in the 
nominal share capital of the appellant company within the meaning of 
section 113 of the Stamp Act, 1891, so as to render the appellant company 
liable to a penalty for failure to deliver a statement of such increase as 
required by that section. By the Great Northern and Strand Railway 
Act, 1899, the Great Northern and Strand Railway Co. was incorporated 
with a capital of £2,400,000, and a statement of such capital was delivered 
duly stamped in accordance with section 113. By the Brompton and 

ly Circus Railway Act the Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway 
Co. was incorporated with a capital of £600,000, which sum was by the 
Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway Act, 1899, increased by £400,000. 
Statements of such capital and increase of capital were delivered duly 
stamped. By the Great Northern and Strand Railway Act, 1902, it was 
provided by section 40 that if the ‘‘ Brompton Bill ’’—a Bill then pending, 
which subsequently as the Pi y Circus Railway Act, 1902— 
became law all the rights and liabilities of the Great Northern and Strand 
Railway should = to and be vested in the Brompton Oo., and the formes 
company should be dissolved. The Brompton Bill passed in November, 1902, 
after the passing of the Great Northern and Strand Railway Act, 1902, and 
by section 50 the company were authorized, subject to the provisions of 
Part II. of the Companies Act, 1863, to raise by the issue of new ordinary 
shares or stock any amount of additional capital not exceeding £1,425,000. 
By section 64 the name of the company was to be changed to the Great 
Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway Co. No statement of an 
increase of nominal'share capital was delivered by the appellant company 
subsequent to the yey | of the Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway 
Act, 1902, in respect of the £2,400,000 nominal share capital authorized to 
be issued by the Great Northern and Strand Railway Act, 1899, as amended 
by the Great Northern and Strand Railway Act, 1902, and the Brompton 
and Piccadilly Circus Railway Act of 1902. Walton, J., held that the 
Great Northern and Strand Railway Act, 1902, did not grant any new 
power to the appellant company, but only enabled them to raise capital 
under the power given by the Great Northern and Strand Railway Act, 
1899, and that duty having been paid upon that power, no further duty 
was payable. The Court of Appeal held that by the combined operation 
of the Acts of 1902 the nominal share capital of the appellant company 
was increased, and that it was liable to pay the penalties incurred by the 
a to deliver the statement required by section 113 of the Stamp Act, 

Lord Loresven, C., in moving that the decision of the Court of Appeal 
sbould be affirmed, pointed out that a change of name was effected by 
section 64 of the appellants’ Act, 1902, that by the Brompton and Picea- 
dilly Circus Railway Act, 1897, that company was incorporated with a capital 
of £600,000, which by the Act of 1899 was increased by £400,000. By the 
Great Northern and Strand Act, 1899, that company was incorporated with 
a capital of £2,400,000, and all its rights and liabilities were by the Act of 
1902 transferred to the Brompton and Piccadilly Co., the powers and 
liabilities of which had become vested and imposed in the appellant com- 

y, and by the amalgamation now existed in the snpaieaie’ name. 

early the appellants were liable to pay the penalties incurred by failure 

to deliver the statement giving the increase in their capital by section 113 
of the Stamp Act, 1891. 

Asnrovenz, MacnacuTen, James or Hererorp, Roseatson, 
ATKInson, and CoLiins con . The appeal was accordingly dismissed 
with coste.—Covnset, Lush, K.0., Roskill, K.C., and EF. M. Pollock, K.C. ; 
Sir W. 8. Robson, A.G., and W. Finlay. Sourcitors, R. Hill Dawe ; 
Solicitor of Inland Revenue. 


[Reported by Exsxtxx Rerp, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Court of Appeal. 


BISGOOD +. HENDERSON’S TRANSVAAL ESTATES (LIM.). No. 2. 
3rd April. 

Company — Memornanpum or Association — Reconstruction — SALE oF 
UnperTakine anp Assets to New Company—Partiy-Paip SHARES IN 
Puncnasine Company—Voiuntary Wixpinc Urp—Companies Act, 1862 
(25 & 26 Vicr. c. 89), s. 161. 


It is no part of the function of the memorandum of association of a company to 
define under the corporate objects the distribution of the assets after the corporate 
life is over, and though the memorandum and articles may provide how as between 
the corporators the corporate assets shall be dealt with after liquidation, their 
purpose is to define the position of a shareholder as a sharcholder and not to bind 
him 48 an individual, and his position so defined must be in accordance with the 
provisions of the Companies Aets. Consequently, a company cannot by its memo- 

tion exclude the operation of section 161 of the Companies Act, 








7 of a 
1862, in the event of a sale by the company of the whole of its undertaking to 
another company in consideration of shares in the purchasing company, the 
aa, = ee being in contemplation. 

e. Imperi Foreign Agency and Investment Co: i 
(1892, 3 Ch. 454) overruled. bs a r — 


This was an appeal from a decision of Eve, J., who had dismissed a 
motion which was brought by the plaintiff suing on behalf of himself and 
all other shareholders in the first defendant company for an injunction to 
restrain the first-named defendant company from acting upon or carrying 
into effect a reorganization scheme submitted to a general meeting of 
shareholders on the 13th of February, 1908, or from ng into effect the 
scheme or the resolutions passed at the meeting so far as they authorized the 
liquidator to deal with the assets without making proper provision for pay- 





ment to the plaintiff of his distributive shares in the assets. The first. 


named defendant was Henderson’s Transvaal Estates (Limited), me 3 


in England, and the second defendant was Henderson’s Transvaal 
(Limited), incorporated in Rhodesia. It appeared that by the reorganiza- 


tion scheme a new company was to be formed and registered with the — 


capital of £1,000,000, divided into 2,000,000 shares at 10s. each. The new ~ 
company was to 
assets for a consideration consisting of 1,770,386 shares of the new — 
company and the payment of the debts and liabilities of the old company 
including the cost of liquidation. The shares were to be credited as 

up to the extent of 7s. per share, and te have a liability of 3s. per share, 
payable 6d. on application, 6d. on allotment, and the balance of a 
calls to be made after six months after the date of allotment. The 
company was to go into voluntary liquidation and the liquidator was to 
offer 1,770,386 shares of the new company, credited with 7s. per share as 
paid up, receivable as above for distribution, among the members or the 
old company at the rate of one of such new shares for each share in the old 
company held by such members. In the event of any of the members not 
accepting their due proportion of such shares the liquidator was to use his 
best endeavours to sell the shares not so accepted upon the best terms 
obtainable and distribute the net proceeds of such sale among the non- 
accepting members in proportion to the number of shares in the old 
company held by them respectively. Arrangements had been made for a 
guarantee that such of the shares as were not accepted should be taken up, 
and for payment of preliminary and other expenses, the consideration 
being a payment to be made by the new company. The scheme was 
subsequently amended by altering the shares to 20s., credited as paid up 
to the extent of 17s. 6d., and with a liability of 2s. 6d. per share. The 
scheme, as so amended, was subsequently approved by resolution at an 
extraordinary general meeting. The memorandum of asscciation con- 
tained the following clause: ‘‘ To sell or otherwise dispose of any property 
of the company to any other company, person, or firm, and in particular 
either for cash, shares, debenture stock, or mortgage, or any other security 
of any company, whether registered in South Africa, England, or else- 
where, and whether such shares be fully paid or not.’’ It was contended 
by the plaintiff that the scheme was a mere device for raising further 
capital, and was therefore ultra vires. Eve, J., held that the scheme was 
intra vires the company, and dismissed the motion. The plaintiff appealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Frercurer Movtron and Buckuey, 
L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Buck.ey, L.J., in delivering the judgment of the court, said: This isa 
case of the first importance. The question involved is whether by clauses 
even in the memorandum of association of a company limited by shares 
the limit upon the shareholder's liability can be raised—whether the 
constitution of the company can provide that the majority may impose 
upon the minority a scheme under which the member must either come 
under an increased liability or accept such compensation as the scheme 
offers him. Section 161 of the Companies Act, 1862, protects the dis- 
sentient member by securing him the value of his interest to be determined 
by arbitration or agreement. The purpose of schemes such as that here in 
question is to evade or escape the provisions of that section. Their object 
is to impose upon the shareholders what is generally called an assessment 
—to require that in a limited company after the shares are fully paid the 
shareholder must either come under liability to make further contributions 
to capital or submit to take, not the value of his interest to be determined 
by arbitration or agreement, but such satisfaction as the scheme offers 
to him. That satisfaction commonly means, and in substance means, 
in this case, the surrender of his interest in the company. The 
facts are as follows: [His lordship stated the facts, and continued:] 
The question is whether the reorganization scheme contained in the agree- 
ment and resolutions is intra vires. The argument is that it is because it is 
justified by clauses in the memorandum of association. In my judgment, 
it is no part of the function of the memorandum of association to define 
under the corporate objects the distribution of the assets after the corporate 
life is over. The purpose of the memorandum and articles, however, is not 
confined to defining and limiting the purposes of the corporation, it extends 
also within proper limits to defining and ascertaining the rights of the 
corporators. I have no doubt that within proper limits the memorandum 
and articles may provide how, as between the corporators, the corporate 
assets shall be dealt with after liquidation. But inthis, asin many matters, 
there are limits imposed by the statutes. There are matters in respect of 
which the constitution of the company cannot provide that the corporator 
shall not enjoy rights and immunities which the statute gives him. 
It is, therefore, not necessarily true that, because there are found in the 
memorandum and articles clauses such as those upon which the question 
here arises, that the corporators as individuals are contractually bound by 
them. The question is not whether each individual corporator can bind 
himself in respect of his distributive share in the assets. The question is 
whether, consisteutly with the statutes, the constitution of the corporation 
can be such that every corporator shall in the matter of distribution—o@ 
4 fortiori of distribution and further liability—be bound by the vote of the 
majority. The purpose of the memorandum and articles is to define the 
position of the estachter as shareholder, not to bind him in his 
as an individual. The definition of his position as shareholder must be- 
a definition consistent with the statutes. In the matter of liability 
upon his shares the statute in pluiu terms by section 38 (4) provides 
that in the case of a company limited by shares no contribution 
shall be required from any member exceeding the amount unpaid om 
his shares. In my opinion, any attempt so to define the consti : 
of the company as that the member shall in any event be liable for a larget 


sum is in breach of the statute and is ulird vires. Any clauses which ca” 


be used to maintain a scheme which imposes upon the member 
alternative of accepting liability for a larger sum or of being dispo 





urchase from the old company its undertaking and ~ 
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of his status as shareholder upon terms which he is not bound to accept 
are, I think, w/ird vires. When liquidation ensues, the scheme of the Act 
shortly is that the assets are to be turned into money, the contributions of 
the contributories enforced as far as need be, the debts paid, and the 
balance divided amongst the contributories according to their rights. 
Section 161 introduces a modification. That is a section which speaks not 
only after liquidation, but when the company is pro to be, as well as 
when it is in the course of being, wound up. e special resolution 
may be passed antecedently to or concurrently with the resolution for 
winding up. It is a section which enables the liquidator instead of 
converting the assets into money to exchange them for shares or 
like interests for the purposes of distribution amongst the members, 
but it safeguards the dissentient member by providing for the pur- 
chase of his interest at a price to be deteensinel as mentioned in the 
Act of Parliament. The dissentient member being thus in a position, by 
taking proper steps, to obtain the value of his interest in the company, 
there is no hardship upon him in any of the following arrangemets within 
reasonable limits: (1) That the shares for distribution be partly-paid 
shares ; or (2) that if he wants the shares he must apply for them within a 
limited time ; or (3) that shares unapplied for are to be at the disposal of 
the new company ; or (4) that shares unapplied for may be sold and the 
member who does not assent shall take the proceeds (for this is giving him 
something more than that to which he would be otherwise entitled) ; or (5) 
that the shares shall not go to the company and be assets of the company, 
but shall go direct to the members. It has accordingly been held that all 
these are legitimate in sales under that section. On the other hand, if 
there are dissentient members unpaid, the company may be put under 
an undertaking not to part with the assets until provision is made for 
them (Hester ¢ Co., 1875, W. N. 179), and, further, the creditors 
are not injured, for under the last words of the section the sale 
is invalid if within a year a winding-up order be obtained. But 
none of these things are true if the sale be made, not under section 
161, but under clauses in the memorandum such as are here relied 
upon, for when the shareholder cannot obtain the value of his interest 
all the above are a hardship upon him. In substance he is placed 
in the position that he must either take the shares with the liability, take 
them within a limited time, and so on, or else find himself dispossessed of 
his proportionate share of the assets of theold company, And the creditor 
is injured, for the distribution of the shares direct to the members before 
the debts are paid leaves the creditor with nothing to look to but such part 
of the assets, if any, as goes to non-assenting members. Under section 
161 the creditor can stop the sale under the last words of the section— 
under the memorandum of association he cannot. Moreover, if the 
creditor resorts, as he naturally will, in the first instance, to the last- 
mentioned assets, the non-assenting members will see those swept away 
by the creditors, while the assenting members have received and gone 
away with their shares. All this is wholly at variance with the right of 
the member who is not minded to take the new shares with the liability 
upon them. His right is to have the assets, including the shares 
in the new company, realized, and applied, first, in payment of 
the debts, and then to have his proportionate share of the balance. 
These considerations lead irresistibly to the review cf Chitty, J.’s, 
decision in Cotton v. Imperial Investment Corporation (1892, 3 Ch. 454). 
The decision affirmed that under clauses in the memorandum of asso- 
ciation the company might sell its whole undertaking—meaning by that 
expression not merely all its assets at the moment, but all its present and 
future business—and might under the authority of special resolutions 
divide the proceeds of sale amongst the members without the safeguards 
provided by section 161. With the greatest respect for that very learned 
judge I am unable to agree with this decision. In my judgment the basis 
and reasoning of the decision in Cotton v. Imperial Investment Corporation 
cannot stand consistently with principle or with the reasoning of the 
subsequent decision of the House of Lords in Welton v. Saffery (1897, 
A. ©. 290). The plaintiff is, in my judgment, entitled to an injunction to 
restrain the defendants from carrying out the reorganization scheme.— 
Counset, P. 0. Lawrenee, K.C., and Beebee ; Profumo ; Sims ; Gore- Browne, 
K.C., Stewart Smith, K.C., and H. E. Wright. Soxicrrons, Hateh-tt, 
Jones-Bisgood, §& Marshall; Parker § Richardson; Ashurst, Morris, Crisp, 
Co. 
$ Reported by J. I. Stinuixa, Barrister-at-Law. | 


. . . 
High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 

PENNINGTON -. PINCOCK. Div. Court. 3rd April. 
Licensinc LAw—Merasurement or Brsr—*' Measures Marxep Accorpine 
ro ImprntaL Sranpvarp ’’—‘‘ Lone putt ’’—Licensine Act, 1872 (35 & 

36 Vict. c. 94), s. 8. 

By section 8 of the Licensing Act, 1872, all intoxicating liquor sold by retail, 
if not in cask or bottle and not in a less quantity than half-a-pint, must be sold in 


measures marked according to the imperial standard, 
Held, that it was no offence under that section to measure a pint of beer by using 





a half-pint measure twice; and having measured the beer thus in the preseace of 


the customer, the seller was entitled, if he chose, to add to it a “‘ long pull.’ 


Case stated by two justices of Lancaster sitting at Wigan on an informa- 
tion by the respondent against the appellant under section 8 of the 
Licensing Act, 1872, charging that he, on the 10th of September, 1906, at 
Ince-in-Makerfield, in the county of Leicester, did unlawfully sell intoxi- 
cating liquor—to wit, beer—by retail not in cask or bottle, in a quantity 





Eas 


more than half-a-pint in a measure not marked according to the imperial 
standard. The appeilant was convicted and fined forty sh and costs. 
The evidence offered was, shortly, that a woman entered the bar by 
the appellant, a grocer ha an off-licence in the Warrin -road, 

Ince, and asked for a pint of beer. The appellant drew the beer in a half- 
pint stamped measure in the presence of the customer, and poured the beer 
out of the measure into her jug, putting in two half-pi te, ang then 
drawing into the jug what was known as the “ long pull,’’ so that 

was in the jug a gill of beer more than the pint. On bebalf of the 
appellant it was submitted that the case of Addy v. Blake (19 Q. B.D. 478 

did not apply, because in that case there was no sale till the jug was 

over tothe customer and no measurement into the jug in the presence of 
the purchaser. {fa pint and a half had been asked for there was no such 
stamped measure, and the licence-holder must have used either two 
measures, a pint and a half-pint, or a half-pint measure three times. 
Therefore the contention of the informant, that unless a pint measure was 
used to measure an order for one pint an offeuce under the Licensing 
Act had been committed, was absurd. For the respondent Payne v. Thomas 


(69 J. P. 72) was cited. 
Lord Atverstonz, C.J., in giving judgment, said this conviction conld 
not be supported. he object of section 8 of the Act of 1872 was to 
secure that people should get full measure, and accordingly it enacted that 
‘‘every person shall sell all intoxicating liquor, which is sold by retail, 
and not in cask or bottle, and is not sold in a less quantity than half-a- 
pint, in measures marked according to the imperial standard,’ So 
as a properly stamped measure was used, and the customer got 
measure, how could it matter whether the measure was used once or 
three times? He saw no reason why because a man added a | pull 
to the imperial measure he should be held to have committed an > 

Riptey and Dartine, JJ., concurred, and the appeal was allowed, with 
costs, and conviction quashed.—CounseL, Avory, K.C., and Bonsey ; Overend 
Evans. Soxicrrors, Neve, Beck, § Kerby, for A. E. Baucher ¢ Co., Wigan ; 
Harcourt E. Clare, Wigan. 

{| Reported by Ensxine Rein, Barrister-at-Law, | 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
BAKER v. BAKER. BAKER v. BAKER AND DWYER. Rucknill, J. 
30th March. 


Drvorce—Onross-surrs—Foraicn Co-REsPoNDENT—DisMissaL From Surr— 
Costs—Marraimonrat Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vicr. c. 85), 8. 28. 


Where aco respondent, domiciled in a foreign country, had been dismissed from 
a suit on his own motion, the court declined to give the husband his costs, although 
the co-respondent had entered an unconditional appearance to the citation. 


Motion on behalf of the co-respondent ig 4 that he should be dis- 
missed from the husband’s cross-suit. From affidavit it appeared that 
the co-respondent was born in Ireland of Irish ts, that he had always 
resided in Ireland, that he had not reling avd had no intention of 
relinquishing his Irish domicil. The adultery charged (which was denied) 
was said to have been committed in Ireland, where also the co-respondent 
had been served with the citation. Dwyer entered an unqualified appear- 
ance. No damages were claimed. The argument adopted in support o 
the motion was as used in v. Levy and De Romance (52 Soxicrrors’ 
Jovrnat, 379). Costs were not asked for. 

Bucxn11t, J., granted the application. : 

Counsel on behalf of Mr. Baker then applied for costs nst the co- 
respondent, and contended that every petitioner was compelled by section 
28 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, to make the alleged adulterer a 
co-respondent to the petition, and that enactment was not affected by the 
fact that the co-respondent was a domiciled f . Itwas unnecessary 
for such a co-respondent to ap to the citation, but in the present 
Dwyer had entered an un tional ap and had not taken 
earliest opportunity to apply to be dismissed from the suit. On behalf 
Dwyer it was submitted that the husband, though compelled to name 
alleged adulterer in his petition, should have moved for leave to proceed 
without naming a co- ent in accordance with the general a 
During the argument Wray v. Wray and D’ Almeida (1901, P. 132) and 
Warwick v. Warwick and Giovanni (Times, July 25th, 1907) were referred to. 

Bucxwit, J., refused the application.—Counser, Le Bes; Bayford; P. 
Hastings. Soxtcrrors, E. M. Lazarus; Robbins, Billing, ¢ Co.; W. H. 


Speed. 
{Reported by Diasy Corrs-Parepr, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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Societies. 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 8th ins*., Mr. 
Walter Dowson in the chair, the other directors t being Sir George 
Lewis, Bart., and Messrs. W. ©. Blandy ), Alfred 

Thomas Dixon (Chelmsford), R. Ellet (Cirencester), O. , J. Roger 
B. Gregory, Samuel Harris ), J. F. N. Lawrence, O. G. May, R. 
Pennington, J.P., R. S. Taylor, and J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £595 
and distributed in grants of relief, thirty-five new members were ndaritted, 
was other general business was transacted , 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srvpents’ Denatixe Soctery.—March 31,--Chairman, Mr. J. E. C. 
Adams.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That the time has now arrived 
when grants of title should be restricted for the life of the grantee and for 
cause shewn in the grant.’”” Mr. H. 8. Syrett opened in the affirmative, 
Mr. Maurice B. Blake seconded in theaffirmative. The following members 
also spoke: Messrs. Thomas, White, Rubinstein, Krauss, Thomson, 
Henderson, Birch, and Hands. The mvtion was lost by thirteen votes. 








Legal News. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Watrter Dowson, Wiittam Lanostarr Arnsire, and Cnartes MartIneav, 
aolicitors (Dowson, Ainslie, & Martineau), 19, Surrey-street, Victoria 
Embankment, London. March 31. So far as regards the said Charles 
Martineau, who retires from the firm; the said Walter Dowson and 
William Langstaff Ainslie will continue the said business under the style 
or firm of Dowson, Ainslie, & Co. 


Lawrence Epwarp Watxer and Perer Joun Sxetron, solicitors 
(Robinson, Walker, Son, & Skelton), Manchester. March 31. 


Leonarp Nevitt and Recrvatp Epwarps, solicitors (Sewell, Edwards, & 
Nevill), 35, Bucklersbury, London. March 31. 


Samurt Henry Srockwoop, Wrm11am Aveustus WriiiasMs, and Davip 
Tromas Wittams, solicitors (Stockwood & Williams), Bridgend. 
Glamorgan. March 28. So far as regards the said David Thomas 
Williams, who retires from the said firm ; the said Samuel Henry Stock- 
wood and William Augustus Williams will continue to carry on the said 
busine?s in partnership under the style or firm of Stockwood & Williams. 

[ Gazette, April 3. 


Joun Epwarp Paris and Ricnarp Courtenay Boyte, solicitors 
(Phillips & Boyle), 179, Gresham House, Old Broad-street, London. 
March 31. [ Gazette, April 7. 


Information Required. 


Rowert Fraser.—Anyone having in his possession a Will of Robert 
Fraser, of Liverpool, and of Pentre Bychan Hall, near Wrexham, and 
formerly of Greenbank, Chester, shipowner, is requested to communicate 
with Mesers, Hill, Dickinson, & Co., 10, Water-street, Liverpool. 


Notes. 


A document relating to the Licensing Bill in the following terms has 
been signed by a large number of well-known solicitors, and sent to us for 
publication : ‘‘ We, the undersigned solicitors, desire to place on record 
our opinion of the nature and effect of the Licensing Bill now before 
Parliament. We regard the Bill asa serious departure from principles 
which have for centuries guided the action of the State in dealing with 
the interests of individuals and classes of the community. It has been the 
policy of the State for generations past that the trade in alcoholic liquors 
should be carried on, not by the State, but by individual citizens at their 
own expense, under licences annually renewed. This has been so well 
recognized and accepted as to constitute a system on the faith of which 
large capitals have been laid out and large sums have been paid to the 
State. No less than 38} millions a year of the revenue of the State is 
derived from this trade. The capital required to carry it on amounts to 
hundreds of millions sterling. Vested interests have been thus created. 
Long usage and recognition and confidence in the nation’s good faith have 
caused these vested interests to grow and to become a great marketable 
commodity. Many thousands of individuals have invested money in the 
legitimate carrying on of the trade. It is not asserted that it has been or 
is illegally carried on, or is ill-conducted. The State itself has participated in 
the values thus created by rates, taxes, death duties, &c. [tis, in our opinion, 
un- British and unfair to call such vested interests mere ‘expectations.’ What- 
ever they are, it is admitted that they cannot be ignored. Vested interests of 
many kinds which technically might be equally termed ‘ expectations’ are 
constantly recognized as proper subjects for compensation when abolished 
by the State or other authorities. Even officers of the State are compensated 
on alteration or abolition of office. The Bill will not have the effect of 
promoting temperance. It neither punishes the drunkard, nor makes him 
driok one glass less than he did before, nor raises his moral sense. Neither 
does it prohibit the manufacture of beer or spirits. In only appropriates 
to the State or the local authorities the profits of the trade. It tends to 
encourage private drinking in places which cannot be reached by the law. 
A time limit of any length is no boon to the licensees. The 32,000 
licensees whose licences are pro d to be cancelled during the reduction 

are to be paid, entirely by their co-licensees, a fraction of the annua! 
value of the licences for the remainder of that period, and nothing for 
their capital. The 69,000 licensees who remain at the end of the time 
limit are not to have anything—but in addition to the fine imposed on 
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them during the Y pone are then to lose their licences altogether, unless 
they bid up to ere over again the monopoly value, which their capital and 
labour had al ly purchased or c It seems only necessary to 
describe such a Bill to shew that it is a measure of pure confiscation 
entailing ruin upon many innocent people, and powerless to achieve its 
professed moral object. That it should be forced by a political party 
upon an unwilling multitude of his Majesty’s subjects who have done no 
wrong, seems to us not to point to the encouragement of morality. If 
this becomes law, there seems no reason why its awe should not be 
applied to other pecans and other trades, until at length we arrive at what 
some of our legislators desire, the expropriation and nationalization of all 
the means of production, distribution, and exchange.”’ 


We understand that the council of the Royal Borough of Kensington 
have adopted a report bearing on the inquiry about to be held relative to 
the working of the system of compulsory registration of title that has, 
since January, 1899, been on trial as an experiment in the County of London, 
The couneil urge that the reference to the proposed commission should be 
sufficiently comprehensive to allow of the fullest inquiry being made into 
the relative merits of the official registration system as compared with the 
system of transfer by deed as instituted by Lord Cairns in regard to 
security, simplicity, expedition and cheapness, and further they recommend 
that the inquiry should be a public one and that the procedure adopted 
by the Royal Commission appointed in May, 1906, to consider the expediency 
of extending a compulsory system to Scotland of taking evidence in camera 
should not be followed. It is also submitted that as it is understood the 
Scotch Commission having completed the taking of evidence, their report 
should be pressed for as its production would no doubt materially aid the 
work of the newinqniry. The council call attention to the fact that the 
Registrar of the London Land Registry was appointed one of the com- 
missioners on the Scotch Inquiry, and intimate that in their view this 
appointment was a mistake and to be deprecated, and they trust the same 
procedure will not be followed in connection with the appointment of the 
commission for the London inquiry. The London County Council is again 
urged to claim in aid of the rates an equitable proportion, estimated at 
£15,000 per annum, of the Middlesex registration fees, that since 1901 have 
been diverted to the upkeep of the Land Registry Office, thereby following 
the example of the Yorkshire County Councils, who receive for the rate- 
payers the Yorkshire registration fees. The above views are to be 
communicated to the Lord Chancellor and to the London County Council. 


General. 


At the Worcestershire Quarter Sessions this week Mr. Willis Bund, 
chairman, congratulated Judge Amphlett, K.C., upon his elevation to the 
County Court Bench. The Earl of Coventry seconded the vote of con- 
gratulation, which Judge Amphlett, who is vice-chairman of quarter 
sessions, appropriately acknowledged. 

Sir Samuel Evans, K.C., M.P., was on the 2nd inst. presented with the 
honorary freedom of the borough of Neath in recognition of his services to 
the borough and on his attaining the office of Solicitor-General. The roll 
of honorary freedom was enck#:d in a richly-gilt silver casket. The 
mayor made the presentation, and Sir Samuel, in reply, affirmed that the 
Principality of Wales had never stood higher in the estimation of the world 
than at the present time. In the evening Sir Samuel and Lady Evans 
were entertained at a banquet. 


There is a provision in the Lord Chancellor’s new County Court Bill which, 
says a writer in the Globe, appears to introduce the principle of the com- 
pulsory retirement of judges. Attached to the section authorizing the 
Lord Chancellor to recommend a pension to every county court judge who 
has served twenty years are the words, ‘‘ This section shall not, without 
his consent, apply to any judge appointed before the passing of this Act.” 
It would appear to follow that the section may, without his consent, be 
applied to any judge appointed after the passing of the Act. There are 
six county court judges who have served more than twenty years. These 
judicial veterans are Judge Bacon, Judge Greenhow, Judge Selfe, Judge 
Snagge, Judge Owen, and Judge Bishop. 


In moving the second reading of the County Courts Bill, on the 2nd inst., 
the Lord Chancellor said it did not do all that he wished to see done with 
regard to county courts, He was anxious to make proposals on the subject 
of imprisonment for debt, but thought it would be wiser to await the 
report of a Select Committee of the House of Commons which had been 
appointed to inquire into this subject. More than thirty years ago the 
Judicature Commission recommended that the High Oourt of Justice and 
the county courts should form part of one system. Lord Cairns, who did 
not approve of this recommendation at the time, afterwards c his 
mind, and carried a Bill through that House to give effect to the recom- 
mendation. This could not now be done without some further inquiry, 
which he hoped to propose. 

The resignation of Mr. E. N. Fenwick Fenwick, one of the three metro- 
politan police magistrates who have Bow-street in their care, places at the 
disposal of the Home Secretary, says a writer in the Daily Telegraph, a 
valuable piece of patronage. There is always keen competition for a 
magistracy, and Mr, Gladstone has doubtless been besieged by an army of 
applicants. He has a large area of selection. All barristers of seven years’ 
standing are eligible, and so are the various ‘‘ stipendiaries ’’ wno preside 
in the police-courts of the provinces. Fifteen hundred pounds, oe 
quarterly, is the yearly reward of the functionary in question, which is 
£300 less than the salary received by the Chief Magistrate. The number 
of the police magistrates of the metropolitan area is regulated by 3 & 4 
Vict. c. 54, which limits the sacred band to twenty-seven. 
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In aldvning. the  sigeos jury_on Tu , at the East Sussex Quarter 
Sessions, over which presided, Mr. Justice Grantham, the Daily 
Maii, referred to the Criminal Appeal Act which will sh come into 
operation. His lordship said he was Lvs f practically attending the 
‘last post ” of the old criminal law of En . The latter provided that 
where persons were accused of crime the appeal rested with a jury of 
their own countrymen. As far at his experience went, with the exception 
perhaps of the Beck case, a jury had never found a prisoner guilty when 
they ought not te have done so. Under the new Act a prisoner would 
have the right to appeal from the verdict of the jury both on a question of 
law and of fact. Those who were not keen on to prison would no 
doubt try their hand at seeing what they could do for themselves. 


The death is announced of Judge Adams, K.C., County Court Judge of 
Limerick. He was, says the Times, called to the bar in 1873 and joined 
the Munster Circuit. His first opportunity in the Four Courts came in 
connection with the State trials of 1881 when Mr. Parnell and others were 
prosecuted by the Government. As junior counsel Adams made a speech 
which attracted much attention. Thenceforward his progress at the bar 
was rapid. He defended some of the Phoonix-park prisoners, was engaged 
in most of the other celebrated cases of his time, and gained a high 
reputation as an expert in the managementof juries. He took silk in 1889 
aud was appointed County Court Judge of Limerick in 1894 during Mr. 
Morley’s Chief Secretaryship. Judge Adams’s gifts of wit and humour 
made him equally popular in Limerick, where he conducted the business 
of his court, in the Dublin Four Courts, and in the National Liberal Club. 
As a wit and raconteur he took rank with the best‘of his generation. With 
the possible exception of the late Father Healy, he was the author and 
subject of more good stories than any Irishman of the last half century. 


The further hearing by Mr. Justice Jelf of the action brought 
before him in the King’s Bench Division by Mr. Fred Karno against 
Pa hé Fréres (Limited), was, says the Daily Telegraph, on Monday, 
associated with proceedings that are probably quite unique in our 
jadicial annals. One of the questions which the earned ju has 
to decide in the case is the alleged similarity between Mr. no's 
sxetch, ‘‘The Mumming Birds,” and the scenes represented in a 
cinematograph film produced by the defendants under the title, ‘“‘ Ao 
Evening at a Music-Hall.’’ In order to satisfy himself at first hand on 
this important point, his lordship, after hearing the evidence and the 
addresses of counsel, took the novel course of visi the Oxford Music 
Hall, and witnessing a private performance of the sketch itself and of the 
cinematograph representation of which the plaintiff complains. There was 
nothing whatever of legal panoply about the proceedings. Only one feature 
the interior of the hall possessed in common with a court of law, that was 
the decorous quietness which sat upon all and sundry. In but one respect 
could the eye discern any departure from the ordinary routine of the house. 
Ia the centre of the first tier, or dress circle, stood a green-covered table, 
provided with pens, ink, and paper, and a pair of opera-glasses, lest his 
lordship should desire to call in these convenient aids to the theatre-goer’s 
vision. By the direction of the judge, the green-covered table and the 
armchair which stood behind it were brought down from the dress-circle 
and set in the centre of the gangway near the front of the stalls. When 
all was ready, his lordship, devoid of all outward semblance of his judicial 
rank, quietly took his seat about half-past four. The command to begin 
the performance was given, the orchestra struck up the lively accom- 
panying music of the sketch, and almost before one was aware of the fact, 
“The Mumming Birds,”” with its grotesque humours and rollicking fun, 
was in full swing. 








The Royal Exchange Assurance have decided to pay a further dividend 
of 5 per cent., making 9 per cent. on the capital stock of the corpora- 
tion for the year ending the 3lst of December, 1907. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora ov Recisraans ix ATTENDANCE OF 


Date. Exerozyor Appzau Court Mr. Jpstice Mr. Justice 
Rora. No. 2. Joros. Swinren Eavr. 


Theed Mr, Borrer Mr, GoldschmidtMr. Church 
ynge Bloxam Theed Tindal Kinz 
ing Goldschmidt §Charch 
Goldschmidt Bloxam Theed Tindal King 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Wanraimerox NEVILLE Paaxea. Evs. 
Bloxam 
o Farmer Leach Bat” Synge 


The Easter Vacation will commence on Friday, the 17th day of April, 1908, and 
terminate on Tuesday, the 2ist day of April, 1908, both days inclusive, 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette—Yaway, April 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Laarrep ut Omanomny. 
ALaxcova anv Comoz GoLprrsnps 
23, to send their names and addresses, 
pewman Mayo Ofte, Worcester House, 
(Tish Burtpine Broxe Oo, are 
names and addresses, and the re of 
Ford 11 and 12, Finsbury aq, liquidator 


uired, before April 

particulary of thet? debts or aime, wo 
aired, on or before April 30, to 
debts or claims, to Thomas 





De Mauro Baazitzax Rossen Co, Liurre—Peta for winding up, presented April 2 
directed to be heard 14. Denton & 's ina pty for petner. 
Notice of appearing m Sanah the whove sommetiios taior tame rdiock ie the after- 

~ A (or Votuwrary Liquipa’ are required, on or before 
. * ‘0 T10")—Creditors , 

Bey 14. t0 cond thet names and ad dreaen and of their debts or claims, to 

ere Mawuractuatxe Oo, Liarrap—Petn for 


to be heard at the 
= , for pene. of must the above-named 
o’cloc! : 
Lo J Parent Firewoop Co, Luarrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 
14, to send their names and addresses, andthe of their debts 


or claims, to 
Thom care of London Jiffy Patent wood Co, Limited, Point Pleasant, 


ye eed 
’ focrety. Liurrgp—Petn for up, presented March 90, directed 
Me be hens ‘Apel 14. "Nica He ye ey Ty med Hndalie, Lames 


and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
Wituam Hewirr & ogee ne on08 


their names and addre: to 
Ernest Bullock, Hanley, Staffs. Hollinshead & Moody, Tunstall, solors for liquidator 
Usuiurrep ix CHanomey. 


FRED Memoniat Con 
Ivconronatep Morusy ap = — ~ os an Go, Be 
row, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not than 


London Gasetie.—TounsvayY, April 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS. 
Liarrep om Cuanomry. 
» Lt —Creditors are + on 
staat Tack tnt td ares aed tin porous hae 
Se Gt a er ee «Wnt Cio, Laurrep —Creditors are 
Consumers Pures Ice axD LD RAG aan ’ = 


uired, on or before May 4, to send their names 

Goto Coast bee) 

Cannoa, 

st. Allen & Co, Eastcheap, solors for liq: 
Hewry Hveues & Co, Linirep 
uidator 

Rapax Pxeomatic Tyre Co, Laurrep—Creditors are required, on or before April'23, to 
Union Ironworks Co, Luntsp 


& 


j 


their debts or claims, to R. Howie Porter, 90, Cannon st. arama & Cn Bleandwory " 
rawmay Lewd PLoRATION AND Trapixe Co, Limirep & Liguipatiox)—Creditors be | 
uired. on or before May 31, to send their names 
their debts and/or claims, to Francis William Macan, 8, Laurence 
are required, on or before May 16, to send their 
8 on La es of ae als ec cohen, te tebeed 
McLeod, 3, Gt James st, Bedford. row, liq 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
William Mitcheson, 42, Spring gdns. Manchester, 


pames and addresses, and the 
Morton, Ryecroft st, Ashton yne. Hamer, solor for liquidator 








The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 
April 13.—Mesers. Wasramnews & Gausw, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Investment (see 
~- - - & Daw, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Investments (see 
ass, Feweow, & On, at the, Mart, at 2: Business Premises 
bay opr ga aly D. Weowa & Oo., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residences (ese 
advertisement, back page, March 


28). 
a RANFI at the Mart, at 2: Absolute Reversions, 
agiokon By ha oy BA : henuity, Policies of Assurance, and Shares (see 
advertisement, back page, this week). 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estatés in Chancery.. 


Last Dar or Cram. 
London Gasette,—Fatpar, March 20. ” 


Avis, Aue. Albemarle st, Ploenstiy. April 22 Lest v Avis, Eve,J Peters 
Wriay, Asim Honding, Paotograpoer Apel Angel v Nicholson, Neville, J Hastip, 


London Gasette,—Tonsvar, Maroh 24. 


Daupstsn, Joux Jawer Kauninafon try Laminste Mer 9 Driver v Kempster, Neville, 
Joha Gell Kempster, care of Mr F G Cordwell, Serjeants ian 
: a Ripley, Joyee, J 
a Shovenson, Throats - eas ne Sree i 
ss Pusan aon bares 


London Gasstte.—Fripay, March 27. 
Coon; Jecaty: Wines, Ranitanasy Derby, Solicitor April 30 Hall v Cooke, Joyes;3 


, Norfolk ’ 5 
Purvis. suet, Wek Mioer, ertheeibetenh, Genet May1 Bolly Webb, Warrington,J 


Grundy & Co, Queen st 
Reywowoe, Jou Tuomas, Manchester April 24 Worthington v Reynolds and Others, 
Registrar, Manchester Proctor, Manchester 


London Gasette,—Tounepay, March 31. 


Es Holborn 1 Bloom v Bloom andi Bloom, Swinfen 
na east ones Rate etek 
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Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gaseite.—Fnipay, March 27. 
Betrs, Axx, yo Surrey April24 AF & R W Tweedie, Lincoln's inn fields 
Brack, Jessis, Stockwell park crescent, Stockwell May 23 Hills, King’s Bench walk, 


‘emple 
Browne, Davi, Winchester April 20 Godwin & Co, Wiachester 
Bourseray, Susaynan, Edmonton April 25 Avery & Son, Lower Tottenham 
Campaett, Mauve Marr, Bedford Apri! 26 Leighton & Savory, Clement’s ian. Strand 
Cuapmay, Ldn Chadwell Heath, Essex, Draper April 3) Moeran & Wilkinson, 
neery In 
Caaatroy, Georotawa Sorara, Goldhawk ri, Shepherd’s Bush April30 Hales, Clifford's 
inn 
Cuarkg, Catnentne Ecizasetn, [ifracombe April25 Rowe & Warren, Ilfracombe 
Davies, Saran, Rhayader, Radnor April 30 Matthewa, Rhayader 
Diesy, Caartes Waiotnesiy, Meriden Hall, nr Coventry April24 Routh & Co, South- 
ampton st, Bloomsbury 
Fisn, Witu1am, Holme upon Spalding Moor, Yorks, Butcher April15 Powell, Market 
Weighton 
Fray. Rota, Romford Essex April15 Philpott, Bartholomew clo 
Genearp, Epwarp Rosson, Liverpool) April30 Ryley & Co, Live 
Gopsatt, James, Ipswich, Pianoforte Tuner May 9 Westhorp & Co, Ipswich 
Gaeatonax, Ricaaap, Worksop April 30 J8 &C A Whall, Worksop 
Gazer, Avrxanpvenr, Bude, Cornwall Junel Benson & Co, Bristol 
Gavas, Witttam Rosert, Cheltenham April 30 Wood, Cheltenham 
Hanaison, —. Newcastle upon Tyne April 39 LIngledew & Feawick, Newsastle 
upon Tyne 
Hoss, Saran, Sonning, Berks May1 H & C Collins, Reading 
Hott, Evizasetu, Bolton Mayi12 Fullagar & Co, Bolton 
Howaarp, Asaanam, Worthing April2i4 E & J Mote, South sq, Gray's inn 
Jounxstose-Baowsxe, Ertes, Weymouth April 26 Moon & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Jonas, Mary, Sheffield May9 Bennett, Sheffield 
Latter, Ovip, Rhodes Minnis, nr Eltham, Kent May 10 Worrell & Son, Coleman st 
Lister, Wacrer Vewxiva, Eastry, Kent May 30 Reid, Gt St Helens 
Luorp, Lurwetyx Vavouan, Wrexham, Denbigh, Wine Merchant’s Manager April 25 
Allington & Co, Wrexham 
Moore, Eutcy Carontxe, Stroud, Glos April 25 Stuart, Stroud. 
Outver, Jous, Birkenhead April6 Thompson & Co, Birkenhead 
Porriewe.t, Manta, Buleote Lodge, Notts May 26 Watson & Co, Nottingham 
Pastor, Atraep, Cambridge May9 Andrews & Co, Weymouth 
ee ~~ > oe Oxford gdns, North Kensington May6 Capron & Co, Savile pl, 
onduit s 
Reywoups, Juuia Avwe, Clifton, Bristol May 15 Pearson, Bristol 
Saver, Hawsan Fisner, Thorpe, Norwich May1 Cozens-Hardy & Jewson. Norwich 
Sayxon, Hexay, Lower Hopton, Mirfield, Yorks April 3) Longbotham & Sons, Halifax 
Scuuster, Maxie vox, Overstrand mansions, Battersea Park April3) Bolton & Co, 
Temple grdns, Temple 
Scorr, Mary Aewyes, Charleville mans, West Kensington 
Southampton st, Strand 
Buaty, Martaa, Wrington, Somerset 
Sutrn, Joan Vinurers, Liverpool, Master Mariner 
Liverpool 
Srupiey, Hanaret, Clifton, Bristol April 23 Parry, Bristol 
Tuomas, Eowiwa, Anerley May 15 Coulson, Coleman st 
Torr, eee Youlgrave, Derby, Contractor April 22 Willecock & Taylor, Wolver- 
ampton 
Touter, Tomas, Darlaston, Staffs, Ironmaster April11 Slater & Co, Darlaston 
Waaswer, Jony Tom, Leicester, Painter May 14 Simpson, Leicester 
Warrta-Bussect, Avicra Marcaret, Shere, Surrey April 30 Hewlett & Co, Raymond 
bldgs, Gray’s inn 
Weinoorr, Samugt, Doughty st April30 Pontifex & Co, 8t Andrew st, Ho'born circus 
Witxiss, Hexay Hastines Jayves, Cardiff May6 Thomas, Cardiff 


London Gazette,—Tursvay, March 81. 

Avprep, Atrrep Janes, Much Woolton, Lancaster, Schoolmaster April 28 Lawaon & 

Co. Manchester 
Asroy, Wicitam, Harborne, Birmingham May1 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 
Baxer, Ecizasern, Strachan pl, Wimbledon May1 Ward & Son, Norfvik st, Strand 
Benrensuaw, Hawwan, Prees, ~y April18 Hurst & Hewitt, Ashton under Lyme 
Burrae, Joux, High Catton, York, Farmer May 23 Robson, Pocklington 
as, Svate Witiiam, Ashtead, Surrey, Insurance Broker Miy30 Taylor & Co, 


April 22 Lewin & Co, 


May 8 Egzar, Brighton 
May 9 Reynolds & Reynolds, 


0 
Beavex, Ameria Newxer, Parsons Green, Fulham May 1 Hutchiogs & Hutchings, 
Teignmouth 
Baraax, Ricnargp, Wilberforce rd, Finsbury Park April 30 Hoddinott & Davis, Tower 
chmbrs, Moorgate 
Casre.t, Jons Hexry, Sournemouth May1 Guscotte & Co, Essex st, Strand 
Cursteaman, Sanan, Little Brickhill, Sacbinghass April 39 Mott & Son, Bedford row 
Ciagke, Fraxcis, Birkenhead, Chester, Licensed Victualler Payne & Co, 
Liverpool 
Cours, Manta Coantottz, Monmouth Mayi Vizard & Son, Monmouth 
Constentey, Heway, Cheetham Hill, Manchester April 28 Dixon & Co, Manchester 
Csawrosp, Davip, Auckland, New Zealand, Engineer April 3) Blyth & Co, Gresham 
ouse 
Crow, WitttaM Jons, Boston, Lincs, Draper April 21 Waite & Co, Boston 
Caownurst, Mancaret, Brighton April 39 Langhams Bartlett’s bldgs, Holborn circus 
Datxxwater, Gronae, Chester, Cabinet Maker May 4 Bowden, Manchester 
Fatrciover, Greorot, Manchester, Oil Merchant April28 Bates & Jellicorse, Manchester 
Fixwey, Hewny, Folkestone May 12 Hali, Folkestone 
Forsacuon, Frances Heway, Blackley, Manchester April 28 Dixon & Co, Manchester 
Foatesovue, Rev Houca Jous, Honiton, Devon April 30 Ford & Co, Exeter 
Gooca, Tsomas Atec, Eastbourne April 3) Goodacre & Co, Bush In 
Grecorr, O.tve, Birkdale, Lancs April 30 Worden & Ashington, Southport 
Gauss, Wii11am Rosent, Cheltenham April 39 Wood, Cheltenham 
Hawspcock, Wiit1am Fraser, Boscombe, Hants May1 Guscotte & Co, Essex st, Strani 
Harker, Hawnan, Gravge over Sands, Lancs April15 Taylor & Son, Barrow in Furness 
Hargsect, Wittram, Ashorne, nr Wellesbourne, Warwick, Licensed Victualler April 25 


Wright & Co, Leamin 
Haarnisox, Percy Yares, Frizinghall, Yorks April 30 Fox, Bradford 

Harvey, Ax» Evizaners, Sheffield May1 Benson & (Co, Sheffield 

Houxcer, Taomas, Preston Brockhurst, Salop, Farmer May i Lucas & Salt, Wem, Salop 
I’Assox, Joun, Scarborough April 30 Birdsali & Cross, Scarborough 

Lavcock, Cuar.es, Sabden, Lancaster, Calico Printer May9 Britoliffe, Accrington 
Lewis, Joux, Mydrim, Carmarthen April 28 Helder & Co, Clement's inn, Strand 
ae) Karnantye Avice, Westcliff on Sea, Essex May1 Kirby & Co, The Sanctuary, 


estminster 
Locas, Wauter Wivwiam, Crick, Northampton, Licensed Victuall April 28 
ots and m4 Sparshott, Crick, nr Bagby kl i [Sie 
RSHALL, Herry, Kingston upon , Master Mariner May6 Rollit & Sons, Hull 
Masrres. Josern, April 24 Field & Sons, eam : a 
Mirrcar.t, Joux Wii11am, Windsor rd, Ealing May6 Collyer- ww & Co, Bedford row 
1LL14M, Craven hill, Bayswater, Architect May9 Foster & Co, 


April 26 


Moroax, Scvsax, Streetiy, Stafford April 24 Evans, Walsall 
Movurtrorp, Eowarp 
7 +49 dley, Huddersfi 
Noort, Taomas, Lindley, Huddersfield, Woollen Wareb i i 
yey ee er 7, oollen Warehousemin April24 Armitage & 
May 1 


Ourves, Atszar Janes, Dawlish, Devon, Solicitor Soames & Thompson 
st : 
_ Paraenr, Sanau, Ulverston, Lancs April 16 Martin & Atkinson, Ulverston 





Ratys, Ratra, Manchester, Pork Butcher April 30 Crofton & Co, Manchester 


River, James Rooers, Richmond, Yorks, Hotel Keeper April 11 W B & C Hunton, 
Richmond, Yorks 

Sermoua, ev Eowarp, Northampton May 14 Cunliffes & Davenport, Chancery In 

Steer, Evisan Coiine, Drayton ter, 8 Kensington May8 Baileys & Co, Berners st 

Swaps, Faaxx Tugopore, Fiachley rd, Stock and Share Expert May 9 Tubbs, Alders. 


gate st 
Spencea, 8avan, Somercotes, Derby April10 Ellis-Fermor, Ripley 
Srayrorp, Eowargp, Haslemerz, Surrey, Carrier ~ lt White, Guildford 
Srepaens, Apert, Dymock, Glos May 14 Garrood, Ledbury 
Tayor, Caarvorre, Birkenhead, Chester May 7 Peacock & Co, Liverpool 
Tuorwiey, Wrti1am, Moston, Manchester May 2 Minor, Manchester : 
a, Wiu1am, Byfield, Northampton, Yeoman April 30 Pellatt & Pellatt, 
nbury 
Taorwron, Exizasetn, Byfield, Northampton April 30 Pellatt & Pellatt, Banbury 
Wakeriz.p, Mary Exiza, Nottingham April26 J & A Bright, Nottiogham 
Waanee, Susaynau Patwrer, Kelms:o‘t rd, Wandsworth Mayl Russ, King William st 
Wanmees, gaan, Sheffield, Leather Belting Manufacturer Aprilll Taylor & Eamett, 
theffie 
Wi son, Curistixa, Newcastle upon Tyne May1 Gibson & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 
ie een Patties, Begelley, Pembroke, Farmer May 16 Lewis & Jamz, 
arbert : 
Woop, Tom, Clacton on Sea Mayl1 Guillaume & Sons, Salisbury sq 
Woopsouse, Maticpa, Yelvertoft, Northampton April 28 Elliott, Yelvertoft, nr Rugby 


London Gasette.—Frivay, April 3. 
Barpocg, James, Saltwood, mr Hythe, Kent, Labourer April 30 Mowll & Mowil, 


Canterbury 

Baus, James Maruew, Castle Hedingham, Essex, Estate Agent May 10 Morton & 8, 
Halstead, Essex 

Bayer, Isanacua Fraxozs, Reading April 30 Le Brasseur & Oakley, Carey st, 
Lincola’s inn 

Beevey, Isaac, Chester, Hot Water Apparatus Engiaeer Juneil Johnsons, Stockport 

Bisaop, Henry Parvertr, Ashley gins May 11 alls & Co, Old Je yd 

Baarrawairts, Joan, Chapel Allerton, Li , Marine Store Dealer y5 Cranswick & 
Crawford, Le 

Buavertt, Samcgt, Nottingham, Stone Mason May1 Kirk, Nottingham 

Castiemay, Fawsy Martua, Blandford, y1 Mills & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Cueworra, Euten Inoue, Southport, Lancs May6é Radcliffe-smith & Oo, Liverpool 

Comins, Saran, Coleby, Lincs, Miller May 18 Clitherow & Son, Horncastle 

Coox, Euiza, Lupus st, Pimlico May 16 owe & Rake, Chancery In 

Coox, Rionarp, Sutton In, Chiswick i hy Howe & Rake, Chancery In 

Cook, Saran, Rita rd, Vauxhall Park 4 16 Howe & Rake, Chancery In 

Coorpgs, Jane, Leicester April 28 Freer & Co, Leicester 

Copeman, Water Grorcz, Lansdowne rd, Clapham, Butcher May 16 Church & Co, 
Bedford row 

Corris, Exvtza, Sandown, Iof W May1 Case & Roper, Maidstone < 

Cowie, Witt1am Curasertsonx, Chester, Merchant y4 Wilson & Cowie, Liverpool 

Dick tyson, JonaTHay, Hartlepool, Horse Dealer Ma 2 Bell, West ae 

Daeake, Denys, National Liberal Club, Whitehall ay3 Ellis & Co, Old Jewry 

Eovwaarps, B11za, Cookham, Berks May1 Stuchberry, Maidenhead : 

Esrecie, Aacapg, Marseilies May3 Harston & Bennett, Bishopsgate withia 

Evane, Evaw Joun, Bethesda, Carnarvon April15 Davies & Jones, Carnarvon 

Fursess, Louisa, Maida vale May5 Miles, Theobalds rd 

Ganusce, James, Witham, Essex, Builder May 15 Blood, Witham, Essex 

Guanvitie, Siuvanus Gore, Cornhill, Marine Insurance Broker May 1 Rehders& 
Higgs, Mincing In . al 

Grevitte, Marte Anyxe, Milford Haven, Pembroke April 30 Evans & Williams, Haver. 
fordwest 

Haut, Atraep Campsett Buars, Pelham cres, South Kensington May1 Hills & Co, 
Queen Anne’s gate 

Hamproy, Hareizrt, Oellerhead, Staffs May 4 Huntbach, Hanley 

Harrison, Groros, Gt Russell st May9 Cooper & Sons, Manchester : 

Hasrer, Mary Cuaavorts, Streatley, Berks May8 H & C Collins, Reading 

Hart, Perea, George st, Hanover May 4 Strong & Co, Gracechurch st 

Hepsory, Joun Gorcu, Dartford Hay 16 Hepburn & Co, Bird in Hand ct, Cheapside 

Hisseret, Axx, Maidenhead May1 uchbery, Maidenhead 

Hicetns, Exes, Fleet, Hants 3t Foster & Wells, Aldershot 

Hiast, Josera, Halifax May 30 Jubb & Co, Halifax 

Hout, Wituram Haworrta, KC, Brighton May2) Dod & Co, Berners at 

Houvanp, Stepuen Georce, Porchesterter May 18 Baileys & Co, Berners st 


— ~ + od Curistopner, Birkdale, Southport May 16 Stewart, Clement's ins, 
ran 


Ho.ttxes, Anina, Chartham Down, Kent July 15 Deer, High st, Pinner 
Joxgs, Witt1aM THomas, Carnarvon sy 2 re. & Jones, Carnarvon 
eee Evay, Grofftau, Caron uwch y clawdd, Cardigan, Farmer May 14 Smith & Co, 
Lez, Joszra Joun, Antwerp April 30 
May 8 Richards, 

McKiswect, Cuasa Beataa Evoensa, Belsize cres, South Hampstead 
Marais, Mary Awe, Caistor, Lincs April 24 Waite & Co, Boston 

upon Tyne 

Trent ; 
Rag, Gomensns, Old Cavendish st April 3) Gery & Brooks, Old Cavendish a, 
Ropcersoy, Emity, Cheltenham May 15 , Cheltenham 
Sopex, Hanwan, Leamington April 30 ht & Co, Leamington a 


Hossanp, Rev Epwarp, Folkestone May2 Quayle & Ouvry, Arundel st 
Jackson, Euttia Any, Belmont hill, Lee, Kent April 21 Rider, Norfolk st, Strand 
Peasson, Mary Ecvizaseta, Winchester y4 Ward, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Peary, Gzoror, Kingston upon Hull May 14 Hall, Hull 
Ww 
Laverty, Patrick, Whitehaven, Innkeeper April27 Thompson, Whitehaven 
tibbard & Co, Leadenhall st. 

Lituserox, Resecca Evizaseta, Leamington Spa, Warwick 

Leamington Spa 

April 
Brasseur & Oakley, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn } 

Maevanp, Marraa, Ashton under Lyne, Lancs May1 Gibson, Ashton under Lyne 
Maess, Evvew Sopuia, Eltham, Kent April 30 Mowll & Mowll, Canterbury 
Marsuatt, Eveanon, Newcastle upon Tyne May 15 Wilkinson & Marshall, Newcastle 
Newron, Aces Granam, Surbiton May1 Poole & Robinson, Union ct, O!d Broad st 
Pickgrixe, Witi1aM, Stapenhill, Burton upon Trent May5 Lowe & Auden, Burton om 
Piumarper, Joux Heyry, Tennyson st, Queen's rd, Battersea May 11 Hanne & Son, 

Lavender gdns, Battersea 

Cavendish sq . 
Rraiwa, Saran, Herbertrd, Wimbledon April14 Williams, Farleigh rd, on Backing 
Risiey, Rev Wittiam Corroy, Deddington, Oxford June 1 Hearn & Hearn, B 
Suort, Joszrn, Stockton on Tees May 15 Coxwell & Pope, Southampton i 
Sxinyuea, Hexay WiiForp, Skeffington ve Leicester, Farmer May 1 Williams, Leicester 

rig 

Goprrey, Eviza, Lea A + & Co, Leami 
Sreatyorp, James Lang, lerk May 13 a & Sons, Whitby 


30 W: 
7. Sane 
Taso, Joux, Wightman rd, singe lee 15 Hollams & Co, Mincing In 
Tay.or, Ricuarp Heapert, Bl , ur Liverpool, Cotton Broker April #® 


Price, hey = 
Tucuresn, Col Stamrorp Rarexes, Argyll rd, Kensington May 3 Vesian & Co, 0M 


ewry 
Tirrtx, Lyp1a Eutty, Canonbury pk North, Canonbury May 25 Keen & Co, Carterin 
Tvop, Evtzaseta Jane, May13 O & K Daniel, Ramsgate 

Towers, Mary, Hoylake, Chester May5 Killey, Li 

Watiwork, Evtex, Whaley Bri Chester April 30 Brooks, Stockport 

Wuea, Jonn Ricnarp, Aberbeeg, Mon, Brewer May 15 Le Brasseur & Co, Newport 
Witsow, Haseret, Kingston upon Hull May 6 it & Sons, Hull 

Woop, Lavegsce, Bingley, Yorks June tl eatherhead & Knowles, Bingley . 
Wrav, Gronor, Leamington, Warwick April9 Field & Sons, Leamington 

Wariacat, Joux, Gt Comp, Godalming May4 Stubbs, John st, Bedford row 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette-—Tuzepay, March 31. 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Axpssros. Hieeee, Sheffield. Typewriter Dealer Sheffield 
why dust Merch 4 Clapham, Beds, 
. BC RANVILLE IFFORD, 
Asso, Ps 4 ord Pet March 27 Ord March 


Bases, Sane iy = pd Me fe Weeeiae, | Miner ea Brom- 

LIF J 8 em = Swind D: 

¥ re. OHN SEARLE, Wro vg nr ni = airy 
Ba "s 


— March 26 oat &., ‘ 
wr, ina Tee, 0 Lg e 
et Bedford Mack 5 March 25 


z, Jouw Hurry, uay, Ru -- Exeter Pet 
Booch 21 Reser, Tora te 


Coawrsu, Roszat, West End in, Wee, Watchmaker 
High Court Pet March 25 Ord March 27 
ton, nr Swindon, Builder Swindon 
March 25 
Cross, oe Due. = Baker Gloucester Pet 
March 27 Ord Marc 
Davies, Davip, Hove, Bue Baptist Minister Brighton 
Pet Jan 30 Ord March 2 
Epw ans. Tuomas, cane, Goch, Miner Cardiff Pet 
March Ord March 27 
Buse. po By, Linthorpe, ~y-y y Builder Mid- 
dlesbrough Pet Feb 20 Ord March 
Eusny, Witt1amM Morax, Dorking Newport Pet Feb 10 
Ord March 24 


Cows, Boe pon, © Wrouw 
Pet Marc’ 


Forrest, James, Bhyl, Flint, Fish Restaurant Keeper 
Bangor Pet March 26 Ord March 26 

Gact, Evszasers Ayx, Parkhouse st, Camberwell, Laundry 
Proprietress High Court Pet March 23 Ord March 27 

GorsrRipes, WiLLoversy Txomas, ae on Sea, Coal 
Merchant Chelmsford Pet Feb 8 March 

Harvey, A.tsert Epwarp, Devonport Hairdresser 
Plymouth Pet March 27 Ord March 

Hewxix, Heesert, Urmston, Lancs Balford Pet March 
27 Ord March '97 

Hit, Writ1am Hewry, Cantlop, Salop, Licensed Victualler 
Shrewsbury Pet March 24 Ord March 28 

Hoavenz, Feawx, Scarborough, Brick Manufacturer f€car- 
borough Pet March 26 Ord March 26 

Jouzs, Apzgtaips Raymorp, Denbigh, Licensed Victualler 
Wrexham Pet March 26 Ord ch 26 

Laxoier, Marx, a, Devon, Builder Exeter Pet 
March 27 Ord March 

Lee-Mitouett, ArTaur Wa. 14ms, Clement’s inn, Strand 
Hi urt Pet Feb 12 Ord March 26 

Lzrragp, Jonn WIt.i4u, Doughty st, “Baliitor's Clerk 
High Court Pet Jan 14 

Licsrow.ter, Wi1.14m, Brotherton, _ar Ferry Bridge, Yorks, 
Ironmonger Wakefield Pet March 26 Ord reh 26 


MaRcHayT, mut1am, Ashton under e, ion 

igus Ashton under Lyne 10 Ord 
rch 26 

Naseacort, Devon, 


Rosert Epwarp, Stoke Gabriel, 

Builder Plymouth Pet March 27 Ord March 27 

Ne.sox, Heepert Janes, Norwich Norwich Pet March 11 
Ord March 28 

Nientixeate, Groner, Lee, Kent, Traveller High Court 
Pet Dec? Ord March 25 

Noste, Henry Crom, Reading, Wholesale Fruiterér 

Reading Pet March 26 Ord larch 27 

Pasxivson, James, Haighton Green lane, nr Preston, 
Farmer Preston Pet March 28 Ord March 28 

Payyr, Wiii1am, Warbleton, Sussex. General Smith East. 
bourne Pet March 28 Ord March 28 

Powertt, THomas, Ashlev Down, Bristol, Licensed Victualler 

ristol Pet March 23 Ord March 27 

Rarxsow, Lawrence Canistorser, Porchester rd, Bays- 

=, = Agent High Court Pet Dec 20 Ord 
a 

Rewpatt, Faepreick gate. Kent, Ironmonger 
Canterbury Pot March 10" 10 “Ord March 25 

Rewnarps, Coagtes Wittiam, Whitley Bey. Northumber- 
land, Traveller Newcastle on Tyne ‘et March 28 
Ord March 28 


Roxpiz, Joszru Cansis, Stoke Newington rd, Oil and 
Colourman High Court Pet March 27 Ord March 27 

Scorr, Erizapeta, West Hartlepool, Baker Sunderland 
Pet March 27 Ord March 27 

Brzane, Atsert Epwarp, Crewe, Cycle Agent Nantwich 
Pet March 28 Ord March 28 

Braivc. Cuantzs, Reading, Tailor Reading Pet March 26 
Ord March 26 


Sraxves, bey Eastbourne, Baker Eastbourne Pet 
March 20 March 28 
ie | James, er Der ede BE Grocer Ashton under Lyne 
Pet March 25 


Vasperrump, ome BS 0 18, _Soanaen, Clerk Swansea 
Pet March 26 Ord ch 

Waters, R Vasey, Euston +4, ae Proprietor High 
Court Pet Feb3 Ord March 

eorenen, © F. (Baron), Bishops Waltham, Hants Ports- 
mouth Pet Feb 26 Ord March 25 

Warr, Tuomas Hewry, Ease, as Engineer 

w lou A Leds, Se ons 
HITRHEAD, Freep, foots, Yommission = Leeds 
March 25 Ord Marc te — 


Wituamson, Groner el Toft Newton, Lincolo, 
Farmer Lincoln Pet March 27 Ord March 27 


London Gasette,—Fatpay, April 3. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Assorr, Sypwzy, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester, 
Bowen tease, Soak, Ons bean, Grover” Gath 
wre, TY y, Cum 
March 81 Ord March 3 ” 


Bayo, on ALEXANDER Leaden hall st 

o High Court Pet March 11 Grd Marc 
STON, FREDERICK 4 Mon , Boot Mak 
Pet'March 27 Ord March oe ony 








zr, Aldersh>t, Got Messhent | Oncos 


Kesai 
gm Ord March 31 
ib at, Salesman High 


Cooxe, Caaates Cusirr, Warriogton ores, Maida Hill 
Lcensed Victualler High Court Pet Jan 9 Ord 


Dazsy, Wasaee OF \ of raed st High Court P.t Feb 
mE Bd, ana W: E 
ARLASTON, RTHUR OSEPH ILLIaM DWARDS, 
Birmingham Pet Me 


Birmii rch 14 
Davigs, Groros, Glam, Labourer Ponty- 
r pridd Pet Mash 8 Bt Crd March Si 7 


Day, Ricnarp Aanow Epwanp, Brixton rd Brixton,  waaes 
Court Pet March 5 Ord March 3 
Dye, ALsrat, re: Blacksmith Grecawich Pet 


Mareh 30 Ord 


Exctanp, Warten Hexay. yp meg] Commission Agent 
Norwich Pet A 


1 ot a 
Evaxs, = N , Glam, Cattle ‘heas Neath Pet 
March 31’ Ord March 31 
Firzsimon, Bose Sheen, Manchester, Music Hall 
Artiste Manchester x i ~ fe Ord April 1 
Fietouss, Georor Henry, Retford, Notts, Baker Lincoln 
Pet March 30 March 


Foster, Mary ee. Marton, nr Blackpool, 
ectioner Preston Pet April 1 ‘Ord April 1 

Hammonp, Lesuie, ‘ameain Kent, Hotel Manager 
Canterbury Pet March 31 Ord March 31 


Hazes, Ricnarp, Chichester, Boot Maker Brighton 
Pet March 80 Ord March 30 

Harnisox, Witiiam Henay, Folkestone, Solicitor Canter- 
bury Pet Ord March 31 


Jonzs, Gronce Hintox, Aymestrey, Hereford, Labourer 
Leominster Pet March 30 Ord March 30 

Joss, Harry Dossox, Gt Crosby, Lancs, Captcion 
Agent Liverpool Pet Feb 27 Ord March 3 

Kerrisox, Eowarp Reatnacp Cary. Walsham le Willows, 
wns Bury St Edmunds Pet April 1 

Know irs, gis Featherstone, Yorks, Picture Frame 
Maker Wakefield Pet April 1 Ord April 1 

Mason, Agtuur Wittiam Warp, Kingston upon Hull, 
. iner Kiogston upon Hull et Apri Ord 


pril 1 
Maruaias, Josery Purnevt, and Mary Axxis Maraias, 
poe Salop, Bakers Shrewsbury Pet March 31 
Ord March 31 
Merca.r, ean Mason, Newcastle Tyne, 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet April 1 Ord April 1 
Mitts, Joun Atseat, Haw 


" Soa, Cattle Sales- 
man Leeds Pet April1l Ord April 
Pasxer, Francis Jonn, and Ricuarp Haray Parker, 
= ane 28 Ord March 28 
Rosewarye, ame, Snes, et ker Sheffield Pet March 
31 Ord March 3 
Row anos, Joun ier, Treorky, Glam, Colliery Labourer 
Pon Pet March 30 Ord March 30 
cow ahora, Ee Hants, Baker South- 
R P. Wigan wee Set 30 «Ord 
an, ATRICK, 
March 30 


Sinccain, Jonn Ricnarp Witurau, and Gustav Apo. 


———- ENRY, 
Pet 


Trop, Falcon av, eq, Court 
Pet April1 Ord April 1 
Sixcuatr, Ropssrt Russert, Brentwood, iam, Saddler 
Chelmsford Pet March 31 Ord d March 8 
TayLor, a Lvota, Seaford, Sussex. School Matron 


Seen 5 pete gs Ord April 1 2 " 
RPENNY, James Brapseit, Leeds, Engine: eeds 
Pet March 30 Ord March 30 +x! 

bes ye a, Halifax, Farmer Halifax 


prill Ord April 1 

Watters, Gorp»w Reywotp, _~ by the Sea, Yorks 
Middlesbrough Pet March 30 rd March reh 30 

Wess, Jovatnan Eowanp, Luton, Bottord rd, Sauce Manu- 
facturer ton Pet March 3i Ord March 81 

Warn, Avexanper Crank Alexandra prove, North Finchley 

angor Pet March 9 Ord March 3 
Erxgst Joun, Worcester, Printer Worcester 

Pet April Ord os Agen} 

Wages, fms Gueell, , Vermable Hawker 

ian $i Ord March 

WI.u1s, boty Bow Samuet, Leamin a Warwick, Agent 

Birmingham Pet March 17 Ord April 1 

Witsox, Henny Binesam, Gale, 


Cheater, 
Traveller Manchester ‘Pet Feb 21 Ord March 
Worpsworts, Jossra et pal Rereienst, 


Liquorice Refiner Wakefield ‘Pet March 28 yoOrd 
March 28 
Warent, Rapronp Graceteion Exxs, Atel, South- 
ampton Winchester Pet March 28 Ord March 28 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


AnmiTace, Hexsy Maariv, Winsford, Cheshire, Brewer 
April 18 at 12 Off Ree, icing st, Newansle, Sal 
Samos, Langley, bury, Worcester, Miner 
a April 14 at 11.90 $1, Corporat st, 
acd, Cuaaies, Whi unslow, 
paol®att 21 bedford row ee a 
nowns. Joun Henry ,D cier A 
12 Off Reo, 9, Bedford sireds, Bex et Aa aoe 


Druggist 


: eee plo 


at 
Carrer, Caaatzs Grore: oe ‘ontgomery, Dairy 
Proprietor April 15 at 10 1, emery wy Newden 


Canter, Witttam, East Grinstead 18 at ll 
Clarendon Hotel, wa sadway, fonbetios We 's 
Oconee, Wastes, Lamb st, lesman April 
a 


Cooke, CHarias 
Licensed V' 


Sen, Weng rn, Mai, HE, 


Bayon, James ALEXanDER, Leadenhall, st, E 
April 14 at 11 
Borron, Faepeaice Tom 


sans aa Heyay eer, Gein — hae, Byrtt, Mame 
Anton, Durer, Glo pact abe 


Dansy, Watrer, Gt Winchester st April 13 at12 Bank- 
bidgs, st 


Davies, Gores, @ Labourer 
April 14 at 830 OM Tee, Post Otloe Sheabre, Poste, 


Day, Ricnarp Aaron Epwanzp, Brixton rd, eee 
18 atl bid 
Dron Ausese Bi Sra Noell 33 ot 


11.30 182, York rd, Nach gy amay 


Epwarps, Tuomas, Gilfach Goch, Miner April 14 at 12 
Off Reo, 117, 8 Mary st, Cardilf 

FrLeronss, ep tae a Notts, Baker April 14 

, Falken of, oy dave Lines April 16 at 
8 Bankruptcy bldgs, : 


tenia Phan al A 18 at 
oa Ga tae oh Vianeie 94 
stg, Rowsse these Oe aaa Off Ree, 


“Bedford row 


Lapp, Lucy, Devonport, Costamier April 13 at 3,30 7, 
Buckland ter, Plymouth 
ka Grorar, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler April 11 at 
Off Reo, st, Manchester 
Devon, Builder April 14 at 12 
Exeter 


Rinse boaien Gt Chesterfield, Eas 
Gardener April 11 " 12 Off Rec, wierd 


vies Leather 


Lasoure, Ma Mask 


Law, Guy 
Cury, Cam! 
a 1 at Off ff ee, 13, Wi 
18, 
Lone, Farpesicx James Tows ae April 
ll at 10.80 Off Rec, 68, est, Ca 
Laveen, Jaunr Upper 


Marston, Beds April 11 

12.15 OF ES Belly @, Beatie hampton 
Martatas, Joszpn Purveci, and Masy Ansie Marutas, 
8) , Bakers rewebary Law Society's 


Rooms, 
May, Pracy Rice wrenoa, Florist 
April 11 at 10 nom hee, en Castle st —- 
Mereatrsz, Jonx Masow, Newcastle on n Tyne, 
April 11 at 11.30 Off Reo, 30, Mosley st, fewcastle on 


Tyne 
Parktnsox, James, Green In, nr Preston, Farmer 


Ap.il 11 at 11.15 0} Hr, 18, Winaieyw, Paton 
Paves, Witt.uam, 
April 13 at 12 ’ off Rec, 4, Pavilion 
bldgs, Brighton 
Rewnanps, Coantes Wiitiam, Whitley Bay, Northumber- 
, Traveller April 11 at 11 Of Bee, 30, Mosley st, 
Newcrstle on 
Row.anps, Jonx pg Glam, Soon Featrpeiaa Labourer 


Rec, Post 
— 2, eae King Gisborne, Sinine, Hast, Baker “Ape April 14 


Bras, alloy Wigan, Lancs wey 18 at be. 19, Exchange 


Suaemax, Tuomas Aaravr, Scott’s Green, Dudley, 
Turf Adviser ‘April 14 at 10 Off Ree, 
P 199, Wolverhampton Apell 44 06 19 
MEARMAS, Saemat, 5 a 
14, Bedford 
Sixoair, Joun Wiruiam, and Gustav Asus 
"april 13 at i Bankrupy bidgs, Carey ot 
Sraxpex, WILLiAM, Old Town, Bartbouros. 
13 at 12.80 Off’ Pa’ Phen ide, Brighton, 
Srows, Haraiert, Fancal ll 
at 2.30 Off Rec, waa Oates ah Oamnedvery 


tome) sae 24 Bond wt, Lands Engineman April 13 


Vauiis, Sam, and ned ‘Mmar ¥ , Slough, Bucks, Hotel 
Keepers’ April 18 at 12 meee Slough 

Vassanoun, Cuaaies om April 11 at 
11 Off Reo, 

Waits, aoe Hever, nd Gon, Sanitary Ea- En- 


11 at 12 ae 
walnut ty mae at kato 1 Glenna 
April 4at12 Off dy V- 
z ta Wns, Green Dosen Hamel, 
v paste ——- Sa 
nent, Raprorp Gaace.aia: 8, Alresford, South- 
A 138 at 2 = Mesers "Godwin & at 
ampton B a Co, 


ADJUDIOCATIONS. 


Axporr, Sues. Chee Chorlton Medlock, Manchester, 
Sine tee 


Dowast assent Gs 
March ‘s olen 
oun 5 BH, Tuomas, Rug 
o Maker Coventry Ling 
ARLES Groxe 
a Pen Newtown’ Pes 
Crook, Groner Heway, Chorlton 
Gono Lisabrad 
Pet March 81 Ord 
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.» Manchester, Music Hall 
Ord April 1 


Firzamox, Pat.ur, 
Artiste Manch 
Notts, Baker Lincoln 


April 1 
Frietcarr, Grorce Heyay, Pet Apel. 
Pet March 30 Ord March 30 
Froop, Joux, Fulham rd, — Practitioner High Court 
Pet March 31 Ord March 3 
Fostras, Margy Exizasets, Marton, nr Blackpool, Con- 
fectioner Preston Pet April1 Ord April 1 


Giapwix, Sanve. Newrox, Pontefract, Confectioner 
Wi 14 Pet Feb 22 Ord April 1 

Hanais, Ricnarv, Chichester, Boot Maker Brighton Pet 
March 30 Ord March 30 

Haagaisox, Wittiam Henny, Folkestone, Solicitor Canter- 
bury Pet March 31 Ord Mareh 31 


Joxzs, Gronce Hiwtow, oye Hereford, Labourer 
Leominster Pet March 80 Ord March 30 


Keenisox, Eowarp Reotwaup Fe Walsham le Willows, 
Suffolk, B Builder Bury 8t Edmunds Pet April 1 
Ord A 


ee... 5 Featherstone, Yorks, Risen Frame 
Maker Wakefield Pet April 1 Ord April 


_— gery Lupwie, _— av, ~ gs High | 
Pet March 4 Urd March 

ae James, , Upper Shelton, Marston, Beds Bedford 
Pet March 10 Ord March 30 

Masox, Agtoor Witt1am Waap, Kingston upon Hall, 
Mariner Kingston upon Hull Pet April 1 Ord April 1 

Matutas, Josern Purwert, and Mary Aysre Maraias, 
Shrewsbury, Bakers Shrewsbury Pet March 31 Ord 
March 31 

Mitus, Jous Atsert, Hacksworth, Yorks, Cattle Salesman 

Leeds Pet Aprili Ord April 1 

Nosie, Wituiam, Holland pk av, Kensington, Organ 
Builder High Court Pet March 25 Ord March 30 


Paaxer, Fraycis Jonx, and Ricnarp Hasry Parkes, 
, Painters Derby Pet March 28 Ord March 28 
Rosuwaans, Harry, Sheffield, Baker Sheffield Pet 
March 31 Ord March 31 
Row .anps, Jonn Herrr, Treorky, Glam, Colliery Labourer 
Pontypridd Pet March 30 Ord March 30 
Somborne, Hants, Baker South- 


Russe.t, Hewray, Kin 
30 Ord March 30 


am) Pet Marc! 
Rvas, Paraice, Wigan Wigan Pet March 30 Ord 


Artavr, Scott's Green, Dudley, 
Dudley Pet March 4 


Tomas 
, Turf Adviser 

Ord March 4 

Suearman, Tomas, 
Feb 26 Ord March 28 

Siwctaiz, Jonw Ricuagp Wiviiam, and Gustav Apo.r 
Exrror, Falcon av, Felcon sq, Ladies’ Belt Manu- 
facturers High Court Pet ‘Apail 1 Ord April l 

@isctamrz, Roseat Ruserit, Brentwood, Hesex, Saddler 
Chelmsford Pet March 31 Ord March 31 


Tuarsreyxy, James Brapsert, Lecds, Engineman 
Pet Merch 30 Ord March 30 


Suanmay, 
Wi 


Leeds 





Farise, Tuomas T., Marston Hall, Northwich, Cheshire, 
Bank Clerk Crewe Pet March 12 Ord April 3 

Fawcert, James, Covent , Agent Coventry 
Pet April 2 Ord Apri 


Fiemixc, Rosert, Mitre st Aldgate, Builder High Court 
Pet March 16 Ord April 8 


Gowtxe, Groraz, Weeton, Lancs, Licensed Victualler 
Preston Pet April4 Ord April 4 

GaernsLape, Cuartes, Yetminster, Dorset, Saddler Yeovil 
Pet April2 Ord April 2 


Harris, Farperick Writiam, Chilsworthy, Holsworthy, 
De ae Horse Dealer Barnstaple Pet April 2 Ord 
April 2 

whsen, Joun, Speses, Lent, Colliery Fireman Bolton 

Pet April 4 Ord April 4 
Harsor, Georce Wi.ittam. Heckmondwike, Yorks, Rag 
erchant Dewsbury Pet April4 Ord April 4 
| anes. Atraep James, Hawkley, _—_ Builder Porte- 
a mouth _ March #1 Ord yp ods te 
OoRWITCH, ‘acsyowmmer, on Newport, 
Pet Feb 14 ‘Ord April3 Penete 

—— Joum Atrazp, Leeds Leeds Pet Aprill Ord 

pril 

Joyrs, Tuomas, Gilfach, a Fireman Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet April 2 Ord April 2 te 


| Keetey, Wiiiiam, and Farperic Joan Bror, Gloucester, 





Enfield, Stationer Edmonton Pet | 
Pusaen, 9 Babin 


| Permax, Feayx Grananp, 


Vexasies, Epwaup Farpeeicx, Lansdown, Bath High | 
-__ Court | 


Pet Dec 6 Ord March 30 
Wacker, Witiian, Cromwell Bottom Farm, Southowram, 
Halifax, Farmer Halifax Pet Aprili Ord April 1 


Waters, Gorpon Reyxo.tp, Marske by the Sea, Yorks 


Middlesbrough Pet March 30 Ord March 30 
Wuocock, Eaxest Joux, Worcester, Printer 
Pet Aprili Ord April 1 
Wagseen: 2 Joun. Ladgvan, Cornwall, htt Hawker 


Worcester 


et March 31 Ord March 3 
eM. Ang Josera Netsrrop, Pontefract, Yorks, 
Liquorice Refiner Wakefield Pet March 28 Ord 
March 28 


London Gazette.—Turspay, April 7. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Axavs, Tuomas foyer Blackpool, 


Pet April 2 Ord April 2 
ew Sw PY Mary, Bradford,Grocer Bradford Pet 
A 2 


April 2 
Craytos, Isatan, and Janes Crayros, Royton, Lancs, 
Cotton 


rer Manufacturers Oldham Pet April 3 Ord 
Coates, Tuomas, Ty} Durham, _ Firer Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Ord A 
war ~ 7 , Builder Bolton Pet April 3 


Ord A 
Dove. sWarr Bedford, Baker Bedford Pet March 31 
April3 


Joiner Preston 


| Row.anps, 


Builders Gloucester Pet April2 Ord April 2 

Keys, Haray, Thornton Heath, Civil Servant Croydon 
Pet April3 Ord April 3 

Krretox, Wiuitam Games cao, Labourer Plymouth 
Pet. April4 Ord April 4 

Korwitzer ‘Brorarrs, Hatton oro a Brokers 
High Court Pet Feb 19 Ord A) 


Leacu, Joseru, and Harry Gisson Moons, Leeds, Printers 
Leeds Pet April 2 Ord April 2 

Les, Joun, Yeadon, pS a General Dealer Leeds Pet 
April 2 2 Ord Apri 


Lewis, Wicca, Tega, Anglesey, Farmer Bangor Pet | 


April 1 Ord Aprill 


Morretr, Witiiam Bury, Ashin ¥ rg = py, 
Plumber Newcastleon Tyne Pet April4 Ord April 4 
Nosais, Jonn, Whitehall Park gdns, Chiswick, Builder 
Brentford Pet April3 Ord —? 

Nortox, Josern Witi14m, Bam negate, eg Victualler 
Canterbury Pet April 3 Ord April 

Parxer, Atrrep, Preston, Gentes: Preston Pet 
March 23 O.d April 3 


worth Pet March 14 Ord April 2 

Pearce, Henry, Tankerton on Sea, Kent Canterbury Pet | 
March 17 Ord April 4 

Pearce, Matturw, Wyeside, Neameuih. Oil Dealer 
Newport, Mon bet April 3 Ord April 

7 mo <a dog, City rd, Uphol- | 
sterer’s Trimming Manufacturer High 
April 6 Ord April 6 

Paixce, Witt, Poakhee’, Family Miller High Court 
Pet April 2 Ord April 2 

Qui.ter, Farpericex Russert, ed rd, Ealing Brent- 
ford Pet Febil Ord April3 

Ross, Artaur, Upper Cha 
High Court Pet March 11 Ord April 2 

Rowsz. Martin Farpesice, Wood Green, Builders’ Merchant | 
———, Pet April 3 Ord April 3 

OHS, ya tgomery, Solicitor 

Aberystw "Fac Pet April 2 Ord April 2 

Row. _—., ‘somas, Laugharne, Carmarthen, Licensed 
Victual Carmarthen Pet Aprili Ord April 1 

— ms arp, Harrogate, Greengrocer York Pet 

April? Ord April 2 

Sraxcurr, Epwix Atkinson, Leeds, Commercial Traveller 
Leeds Pet April3 Ord April 3 

Tyas, Wysssm, Leeds, Printer Leeds Pet April 3 Ord 
April 3 

Vixcent, James, Eastbourne, General Smith Eastbourne 
Pet March 28 Ord April 3 


Waaixec, Lezoxarp Wiiuiam, Lincoln, Jeweller Lincoln | 
Pet April2 March April 2 
Waserex, Cuantes Henny, Denton, joam Hatter Ashton 
under Lyne Pet April 1 Ord ‘April 
begs Aatuur, and Hexey Weeks, AES Penrith, 
ret berland, Grocers Carlisle Pet March 12 Ord 


rd, om, Builder Wands- | 


Court Pet | | 


n st, St George’s in the East | 


Pet April 2. Ord April 
Worrman, Manx, Brixton rd, Brixton, Tailor High Court 
Pet March 17 Ord April 2 
Amended notice substituted for that eee in the 
London Gazette of March 3 
Lirxiz, Groror Taroporz Vaenran, siden Kent 
High Court Pet Jan6é Ord March 27 


FIRST MEBTINGS. 


Agsott, Sypxnry, Choslton on Medlock, Manchester, 
ay April 16 at 3.30 Off Ree, Byrom st, Man- 
chester 


Axypgaros, Haagy, Sheffield, Es ery Dealer April 16 
at12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 


Arvotp, Pesoy Gaaxvitte Onrrrorp, Clapham, Beds, 
Butcher April 16 at 11.30 Off Ree, 32, Bridge st, 
Northampton 


Berry, Cuagtorre Mary, Batt. Grocer April 16 at 
ll Off Reo, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Brows, Artaur WIL.14m, Langford, Beds, Segue Sales. 
| April 16 at 12 Off Rec, 82, Bridge st, Northamp- 

2 

Cuapiix, Henry Stater, Newark, Notts, Timber Merchant 
April 15 at 11 Off Kec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Currroap, Samos. Kessiee, Aldershot, Coal Merchant 
April 15 at 11.39 132, York rd rd, Westminster Bridge 

Coatss, Tomas, Dunston, Durham, Shot Firer April 16 
atll Off Rec, 30, Mosley at, Newcastle on Tyne 

| Cu err James, Rotherha: m, Yorks, Grocer April 16 
at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

wi eset Henay, Norwich, Commission Agent 
A 5at3 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwic 

Evans, oe Neath, Glam, Cattle Dealer April 15 at 11 
Off Ree, 31, A rd, 8 

Firzsimox, Paruur, Cheetham, ng, vans Music Hall 
Artiste April 15 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Fiemiva, Ropert, Mitre st, Aldgate, Builder April 16 at 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Foster, Mary E.izasetsa, Marton, nr Blackpool, Confec- 
tioner April 15 at 11 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Hammonp, Lesuis, Whitetable, Kent Hotel 
April 15 at 10.45 Off Reo, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

ae Anenee James, Hawkey, Hants, Builder April 15 

at12 Off Rec, Cambridge june, High st, Portsmouth 
| Hoswset, Jonny ALFRED, Leeds April 15 at 11.30 Of Res, 
24, Bond st, Leeds 


| Jones, ApgLaipe Raymonp, Denbigh, Licensed Victualler 
April 15 at 12.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate cat Chester 

Jongs, Eowanrv Cagistuas, Tremadoc, Carnarvon, Shop- 
keeper April 15 at 12 Crypt chmbra, Eastgate row, 
Chester 


Joxzs, Haury Dossonx, Great Coan, Lancs, Commission 
Agent April 15 at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 


pool 
| Jonzs, y Tecuss, Gilfach, Bargoed, Glam, Fireman April 22 
at 10.30 Off Rec, County Court, Townhall, Merthyr 
| Tydfil 
| sngeages Epwarp Reamato Cats, Walsham le Willows, 
uffolk, Builder April 21 at 12. is Off Rec, 36, Princes 
2 Ipswich 
| Keys, Harry, Richmond rd, Thornton Heath, Civil Servant 
April 16 at 12 132, York rd, Westminster B ridge 
Kyow.ces, Agruur, Featherstone, York, Picture Frame 
Maker April oa atli Off Rec,6, Bond ter, Wakefield 
Kornitzer Baorue Hatton gdn, Diamond Brokers 
April 15 at 12 Soir bldgs, Carey st 
Leaca, Josera,and Harry Gissow Moore, Leeds, Prin« 
ters April 16 at 12 Off Ree, 24, Bond st, Leeds’ 
Les, a ye vos General Dealer ‘April 15 at 12 
swilhenl “waeade vane Wan, Kingston upon Hull, 
Mariner April 15 at 11 Off Rec, York City Bank 
chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 
Mitts, Joun Absent, Hawksworth, Yorks, Cattle Salesman 
April sat il Off Rec, 2%, Bond st, Leeds 


| Norris, Jonx, Whitehall Park gdns, Chiswick, Builder 
April 16 at 12 14, Bedford row 
| Noztox, Joszra Wittas, Ramsgate, Licensed Victual'er 
April 15 at 11.15 Off Reo, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 
Pearce, G@ W. Streatham, Builder April 16 at 1150 
182, York rd, Westminster Bridge 














THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS— LIGENSED PROPERTY. 


FUND, LIMITED. 


MOORGATE STREET, t.ONDON, 


ESTA BLISHED in 1801. 





Witxins, James, Loughborough, Stone Mason Leicester 
2 








X 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Appeais to Quarter sessions have been conducted under the direction and 


supervision of the Oorporation. 








. Suttable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be eat 


on application. 
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ruax, Frawx Gearanp, Dingley rd, City rd. 
" Trimming Manufactur 


8 
er April 15 at 2.30 i mn 
bldgs, Oar me 


Pemce, Wituas, Di ad st, Peckh Miller 
April 15 at 11 ” Bankruptcy bldg, Carey st 

Roes, ART a Upper Chapman st, St awe 's in the East 
April 15at12 Bankruptcy bidp-, Carey st 

Rowtanps, Jounx, Machynileth, Montgomery, Solicitor 
April 15 at 11 Townhall, A atwith 

gooTtt, Euzaseta, West Hartlepool, Baker April 15 at 11 
Off Reo, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Bextor, Epw AkD, Harrogate, G: April 16 at 3 
Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

STaNcLirr, Epwix Arkissox, Leeds, Commercial Traveller 
April 16 at 11.30 Off Ree, 2, Bond at, Leeds 

Tayioz, Mauve Lwvota, Seaford, 8 School Matron 
April 15at12 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bl gs, Brighton 

Tras, Witttam, Leeds, Printer April 16 at 11 Off Rec, 
24, Bond st, Leeds 

Waker, Wittiam, Bottom Farm, Southowram, Halifax, 
Farmer April 15 at 10.45 County Coart house, Prescott 
st, Halifax 

Watters, Gorpex Reyrwo.ip, Marske by the Sea, Yorks, 
April 15 at 12.20 Off Reo, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Waninc, Leonagp Witiian, Lincoln, Jeweller April 16 
at 12 Off Rec, 31, Bilver st Lincoln 

Wiixins, James, ugh, Leicester, Stone Mason 

Leicester 


April 15 at 12. Off 
Wu.tams, Jonx, L » Vegetable Hawker 
April 16 at 12 Off Truro 
Wortman, Marx, Brixton, Tailor Aprilléat12 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 
ADJU DICATIONS. 


Axovs, Tuomas Faeperice, Blackpool, Builder Preaton 
Pet April 2 Ord April 2 

Bessy, CaARLOTTE pone Bradford, Grocer Bradford 
Pet April 2 Ord April 2 

Craytow, Isatan, and James Ciaytox, Ro’ co, 
Cotte - Manufacturers Oldham Pet Roel” 3 
April 3 

Coates, Tuomas, Danston, Durham, Shot Firer Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet April3 Ord A ril 3 





van, {oo 
wen ‘ 


wa ~y Tomas, Bolton, Builder ‘Bolton Pet April 3 
0 3 
Fawoett, Jaucs, Covent je Dollies Manufacturer Coven- 


try Pet April2 O April 2 

Gowixc, Groxez, Weeton, -Lancs, Licensed Victualler 
Preston Pet April 4 Ora April 4 

Gazenscaps, Cuagies, Yetminster, Dorset, Saddler 
Yeovil Pet April2 Ord April 2 

Garrritas, James Epwis, St Francis, Sete, Cabinet 
Maker Bristol Pet March 25 Ord Apri 

Hannis, Farpertoxk Wii1iam, Chilsworthy, " Holsworthy 
pera Horse Dealer Barnstaple Pet April 2 a 

ril 

Sy Joun, Atherton, Lancs, Colliery Fireman Bolton 
Ret April4 Ord April 4 

Hannor, George Witiiam, Heckmondwike, aan Rag 
Merchant Dewsbary Pet April 4 Ord A 

Haves, A-raxp James, Hawkley, Hants, B 
mouth Pet March3i Ord Mareh 31 

Ho.srow, Isapet, Farnborough, Southampton Guildford 
Pet April 3 Ord Jan 18 

Hoaxssy, Jouwn Atrarp, Leeds Leeds Pet April1 Ord 
April l 

Jouzs, Tuomas, Gilfach, Bargoed, am, Fireman Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet April2’ Ora April 2 

Kerrey, WituiamM, and Farderic Joun ae Dane, 
Glos, Builders Gloucester Pet April 2 Ord April 2 

Kise, Grorce Tuomas, Winslow, Baker Denker Pet 
Feb 22 Ord March 21 

Kiaton, Wittiam Henry, Paignton, Labourer Plymouth 
Pet. April 4 Ord April 4 

Leacs, Josten and Harry Gieson Moors, Leeds, Printers 
Leeds Pet April 2 Ord April 2 

Learner, Cuantes Janes, Portamouth, Contractor Ports- 
mouth Pet Feb 2i Ord April 2 

Lez, Joux, Yeadon, Yorks, General Dealer Leeds Pet 
April2 Ord April 2 

Lewis, WILLIAM, Sena, Anglesey, Farmer Bangor Pet 
April 1 Ord Apnl 

Mercatre, Jouyx _ 4g Newcastle on Tyne, Chemist 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet April 1 Cg? RR 

Morvett, Wittiam Buan, es 
Plumber Newcastle . Tyne Pet April4 i Ord ape d 

Noanis, Joun, Whitehall Park qrtes, © Chis 
Brentford’ Pet April3 Ord April 3 

Nortos, Jossra Wiiiiam, Ramsgate, Licensed Victualler 
Canterbury Pet April 3 Ord April 3 

Pearce, Matrurw, bie- #! a, il Dealer Newport, 
Mon Pet April 3 Ord April 

Pickin, Eowarp, Upper Baker at, ‘Maryebone rd, Confec- 
tioner High Court Pet Jan 

Paixce, Wiitiam, Diamond st, Peck’ “Ty Pyamily Miller 
High Court ee Apell 2 Ord Ai 

Qu oe Setwyn Waanen, Walm Cricklewood, Doctor 

—— Mer- 


* Porte- 


gh Gourt. Pet Feb3 Ord April 8 

Rows”, pte FParpvesicx, Wood G 
chant Edmonton Pet April3 Ord 

Rowianps, Tuomas, Laugharne, 

Victualler Carmarthen Pet A 1 Ord ‘april i 

, Joun Haney ed , Surrey 

April 4, 1907 Ord Apr 

Staxcury, Epwox yr non Beeston Hill, Leeds, 
mercial Traveller Leeds Pet April 3 Orta ril3 

pone, Beware, , Harrogate, Greengrocer Y Pet April 

1d April 2 

Srecoatt, Witiam Faepenic, Cambridge rd, Mile End, 
Carman High Court ~y Ord April 2 

Stoxx, HannietT, Sandgate, Kent, Boot Dealer Canter bury 
Pet March 11 Ord April 2 

Tarioz, Mavor Lwora, Seaford, coe, School Matron 
Lewes Pet April i Ord April 3 

Tuvpexnan, Fampeatck Sraxiey, Ipswich, Bolicitor Ips- 
wich Pet Feb6 Ord April 2 

Fags Seta, Leeds, Printer Leeds Pet Aprild Ord 

Wanixo, Leowanp Wit114", Lincoln, Jeweller Lincoln 

Pet April2 Ord April 2 





Wangan. Gnosane 3 Hawnr, Denton, Lance Hatter ‘Ashton | 


underLyne Pet 1 Ord Aprill 
Ween, Jonaruan ae yay 4 Sauce Manufacturer 
Luton Pet March 31 Ord 
beter yey oan Harrogate Bangor Pet March 
Witains, Jauns, y° 1E-? Leicester, Stone Mason 
Leicester Pet April 2 April 2 
Aeneptel peites tetas Son Oak eke he Re 


London Gazette 
New, Jons~ Witttam, K anal Pacien, Baker 
Birmingham | P ot Have 84 Ord March 24 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
U , Re Lowestoft, Dairyman Gt 
"Yarmouth Majed Apa’, 1907 Annaul April 2, 1908 


Where difficulty ie experienced in procuring 
the Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL AND WEEKLY 
REPORTER with regularity it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher, at 
27, Chancery-lane. 

Annual Subscription, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: Sonicrrors’ JOURNAL AND 
WEEKLY REPORTER, 268.; by post, 28s. ; 
Foreign, 30s. 4d. 

Volumes bound at the Ofice—cloth, 28. 9d. ; hal/ 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 














R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 
to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 
mm —_— TIONS; ns ay 7 by — 
Hare-court, Temple. ? 
C. WHITHAM, Bnd AUDITOR 
e and COSTSMAN.—-56, Wellclose-mount, Leeda, 








OLICITOR (24, Janu Final — 
pat woe an pte Practice ; educated aL joading 
—, ; “cxoalleat references ; by arrange- 

B., care Messrs, Robbins, 
Billing, & “18, tH ‘Lonaon, w.o, 





Orry SOLICITOR, with ample capital 
is willing to opens eh, Business of a Solicitor 


London or bourhood wishing to retire. — 
Di oy i 
will be souy Honore OO as 





Vy 4nrep r, Oxford Graduate 
eo agpeat eae in Oonveyancing, Trust, and 
Probate matters.— Mores, Solicitors, Oxford, 


PARENTS or GUARDIANS.—A Lady, 
(trom une pretarred), > bring u — Fy EAE 





personal ag OF home. — ADV EBTISEE, 
oe Omen Station-parade, Streatham, 





ENSINGTON. — As an excellent Town 
or 


reception and 
Shoes, tabling, do, ; electric light, 
ne garden at rear and square 
meer Ew yan 


inspected and 
the rm Mr, BE. A, Victor, 
illy, 


A. -lL..WRIGHT 


(TREADWELL & WRIGHT), 
Legal and General Shorthand Writers and Typlsts, 


BSTABLISHED 1848, 
33, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 


The Shorthand Writer appointed by the Court 
in Public and Private Examinations under the 
Companies Acts, One of the Official Shorthand 
Writers to the Court of Baukraptey, 


SHORTHANG and TreEwRirine 


of in 
a 
Jountry Ovaers for Typewriting despatched same night iy 


Telephone No. 4865 Central. 











(Pus, 2 ROYAL. DENTAL HOSPITAL 
LONDON SCHOOL OF DENTAL 
SURGERY 


. 
Leicester Squaae, Loxvox, W.0. 








Sin SUMED GREET, 1908, will commence on Friday, 


with and the portion of the 

i for purposes. The 
clinic unrivalled. 1907 «104,745 
operations were 


competition :— 

The Ewraavce Scwotansarr, of the value of £20, 
awarded in October. 

The Sa Scuotarsutp, of the value of £20, 

The Sronese- moLansuir, of the 
value of £50, 

The Atvazp Woopuouse , of £30, 

The Rossat Woopnovuss of the value of £10. 


&e., 
Tas Deax. 


on application to 


Charing Cross Hospital 
Medical College 


(UNIVERSITY OF LONDON). 








SUMMER SESSION 1908 begins 
Tuesday, April 28th. 





THE COLLEGE is COMPLETE in ALL DEPARTMENTS. 
SPEGIAL TEAGHERS 
for all Preliminary and Intermediate Sabjects. 
EIGHT ENTRANDE SOHOLARSHIPS 
are awarded annually of the aggregate value of 4875. 
Twenty-two Hospital and Teaching A PPOINTAVENTS 
are made yearly. 





For Prospectus and details of fees apply to 
FREDERICK C, WALLIS, F.B.C.8., Dean, 


ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 
FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (incorporated), 





HELP aa et ABD LEGACIES 


NTLY 
Bankers: Mt at Westar Pont mid 


d "amo. = ABNAUDIN. 
aa SAVING. — +a 











oS per GE eo Ue 
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oe ~ 2 2 
ereee a fs ae" ee oe 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, B.C. 
in Large or 
Brn on } if desived, Removed and 
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TORDAN & SONS, Ltp. 


Company Registration Agents, Seal Engravers, Printers & Publishers, 


16 & 117 CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 


COMPANIES AND LIMITED PARTNERSHIPS REGISTERED. 





All COMPANY REGISTERS, BOOKS, and FORMS in Stock. 


Twenty- 


HANDBOOK ON THE FORMATION, MANAGEMENT, 


Price 7s. 6d. net ; 


Eighth Edition (1908). 


by post 8s. 


AND WINDING UP OF JOINT STOCK’ 


COMPANIES. By F. GORE-BROWNE, M.A., K.C., Author of ‘‘Ooncise Precedents under the Companies Acts,”” and WILLIAM? 


JORDAN, Company Registration and Parliamentary Agent. 


alterations in Company Law and Practice effected by The Companies Act, 1907. 


(1908.) Price 5s. net; by post 5s. 4d. 


Thoroughly revised and brought up to date, so as to include the numerous ™ 


STATUTE LAW RELATING TO PATENTS OF INVENTION AND REGISTRATION OF 


DESIGNS : 
of the Statute of Monopolies (21 James I., 
for the Protection of Industrial Property ; 


Barrister-at-Law, Author of ‘‘ Monopolies by Patents ”’ 


containing an Historical and Explanatory Introduction ; a Tabular Synopsis of the Provisions of the New Act; 


the Sections 


Cap. 3) still in force; the Text of The Patents and Desigas Act, 1907; the International Convention 7 


and a Comprehensive Index. 


By J. W. GORDON, of the Middle Temple and Midland Circuit,® 
and ‘‘ Compulsory Licences under the Patents Acts.’’ 4 


A unique feature of this book is that it is not merely a work on the new Patents and Designs Act generally, but that 
it contains a Code of existing Statute Law on the subject and exhibits that Law in clear Synoptical Form. 


(1908.) Price 5s. net; by post 5s. 4d. 


THE CRIMINAL APPEAL ACT, 1907, and the Rules, Forms, and Rates and Seales of! 


Payment thereunder ; with Notes by HERMAN COHEN, M.A. 


Criminal Evidence ”’ 7 oy 
HARRY B. POLAND, 


Telephone: 602 Holbora. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Fourspep m Taz Reiex or Wittiam & Mary, 1689, 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LBVBE SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


BY 














AUTHORITY 
Bvery requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
Suarez CEatiricates, oe erie &c., 
printed. Ovvicta Szace designed and hm pay — 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engray Registration Agents, &c. 
@, FLEET STREET, LUNDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeanta’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





Treatment of INEBGRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE. | 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For forms Bs nce weca an 


aD D. HOGG, M.B.C.8., &c., 
ledical 
Telephone: P.O. 16, Rickuaxsworts, { 


of the Inner Temple and South-Eastern Circuit), Editor of ‘‘ Roscoe’s® 
and Author of ‘‘ The Spirit of Our Laws,” ‘‘ Trade Union Law,” &c.; and an Introduction by Sm) 
, late Recorder : of t Dover. 








-$T. ANDREW'S HOSPITAL 


FOR MENTAL DISEASES, 
NORTHAMPTON. 


For the Upper and Middle Olasses only. 


Paesipext : 
THE RIGHT m0m. THE EARL SPENCER, K.G. 


This Institution is a Rogiatered Hospital under the 
Lunacy Act for the reception of private patients of the 
Upper and Middle classes only, and is in no way 
connected with a County or Borough 
Asylum in which Pauper Patients are 
received. 

It is pleasantly situated, and is surrounded by more than 
100 acres of park and pleasure grounds. 

Terms from 3is. a week, according to the require- 
— of the case. pe a 

atients paying higher rates can have Special Attendants, 
Horses and Carriages, and Private Rooms in the Hospital ; 
or at Moulton Park, a branch establishment, two miles 
from the Hospital. 

The terms may be reduced in suitable cases on application 
to the Governors on printed forms supplied. For further 
particulars apply to the Medical Superintendent. 


BRYN-Y-NEUADD HALL, LLANFAIRFECHAN, 
The Seaside House of St. Andrew's Hospital. 
The Hall is beautifully situated in a Park of 280 acres 

close to the sea, and in the midst of the finest scenery in 
North Wales. 
Patients belonging to the Hospital (or Boarders) may go 


for coun or short pollete, tans . 
er particulars apply Medical Superinten- 
dent, 8t. ‘Andrew’ 8 Hospital, Northampton. 





INEBRIETY, ABUSE OF DRUGS. 


TOWER HOUSE, 
AVENUE ROAD, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HIGH-CLASS HOME FOR LADIES. 
(Esras.isaep 1864.) 


cellent Medical References. 
Medical Attentons A. V. Cranks, M.A., M.D. (Cantab.). 
For terms and particulars apply to Mrs. Mirus. 


Telegrams, ‘‘ Theobald,” Leicester. 





BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 
SANATORIUM. 
FOR GENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 


or under the Inebriates Acts. 
o Resident Physicians. 


Terme 1} to 3i Quineas. } mile from Station, G.E.R, 
Telephone : P.O. 8, Buntingford. Telegraphic Address: 
‘‘RESIDENT, BUNTINGFORD,” 


INEBRIETY. 


Privatel 





MELBOUENE HOUSE, LEIOBSTE 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Medical Attendant : pogeer SEVESTRE, M. 
M.D. (Camb.). mig H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soa 
Study of Ine’ y years’ Experience. Excell 
and "References. For terms and parti 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 


Teiecrarsio Appress: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER” © 


BRAWN D’S 


Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhe 





BRAND & CO., Ltd., MAYFAIR, 


} ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION, 
The me po i _henaion, instructé 
inexpensive Hi in London. Li 
LIKE PORTRAIT MODELS: of iH. ‘CM. the EMPE! f 
of GERMANY, T.M. the KING and QUEEN of SPA 

and all the Crowned Heads of Europe. 
Tableaux yey te Afternoon Teas. ’s 
Admission 1s. ; childrea under 12, 64, a. 10 ‘ill 10. 














i! 


